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STATE OF MAINE
DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES
AUGUSTA, MAINE 04333

MICHAEL R. PETIT 221 State Street
Tel: 207/289-2736

March 1, 1983

Dear Governor Brennan:

in 1981 the 110th Maine Legislature enacted Chapter 468 of the Public
Laws of 1980, "An Act to Reform the Statutes Relating to Driving Under
the Influence of Intoxicating Liquor or Drugs', popularly known as the
1981 Drunk Driving Law.

Under the 1981 Drunk Driving Law, the Department of Human Services was
~ordered to submit a comprehensive written report on the enforcement of
Maine's drunk driving laws ''to the Chief Justice, the Governor, and the
Legislature not later than March 1st of each year'.

The Department of Human Services is pleased to submit the first such
annual report. This report covers the first full year of operation
under the new law, from September 18, 1981 through September 17, 1982,

The statistics contained in this first full year report clearly show
that the new drunk driving law is having a substantial impact on per=
sons who commit serious motor vehicle offenses in Maine. The number of
Operating Under the Influence (OUI) cases that are dismissed by the
courts has been dramatically reduced and OUl convictions have increased
by a substantial percentage. Mandatory prison sentences are being
widely and uniformly applied and thousands of persons have discovered
that drinking and driving will indeed result in their spending some
time in one of Maine's jails. In addition to much stronger and more
uniform enforcement of drunk drivers, criminal convictions of habitual
motor vehicle offenders and persons who operate after license suspen-
sions have increased substantially. '

In sum, although much remains to be done, after the first year of oper-
ation it appears that the 1981 Drunk Driving Law has had a substantial
beneficial impact on the people of Maine.

Sincerely,

N\/" ;", ." g % ,{
MLt Lot
\Mic aerR. Pe it/%“ ‘

Commissioner
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Statewide
Convictions and

Dismissals

Convictions and "
Dismissals =
District Courts

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

-In Drinking and Driving in Maine, the Department of Human Services
reported that 30% of all persons arrested for Operating Under the
Influence (OUI) in Maine had their cases dismissed. 66% were found
guilty and 6% were found not guilty,

In the first full year of operation under the 1981 OUl reform legis-
lation, the number of defendants whose cases were dismissed was cut
almost in half to 17%, the percentage of convictions increased from
66% to 80% and the number of persons found not guilty was cut in
half.

Statewide Case Disposition of
0U| Offenders: 1978 and 1981-82

k3 k3

1978 1981-82
Dismissed 30 17
Guilty 66 80
Not guilty 4 2

-The study Drinking and Driving in Maine also reported a substantial
variation in conviction and dismissal rates and plea bargaining pro-
cedures in the state's various District and Superior courts. For
example, in 1978 in the Waterville District Court 93% of all OUl de-
fendadts were convicted and 5% of all OUl cases were dismissed, while
in Biddeford District Court, 44% were convicted and 55% of all 0OUI
cases were dismissed.

After a year under the new law, the wide variations in conviction and
dismissal rates among various courts have been substantially reduced.
This change has resulted from a dramatic increase in convictions in
some ‘courts and an equally significant decrease in the number of cases

.dismissed. For example:
Biddeford Lewiston Bath
District District Districet
Court Court Court
4 b3 b3 3 k3 b3
1978 1981-82 1978 1981-82 ' 1978 1981-82
Dismissed 55 35 41 24 41 14
Guilty Ll 63 58 75 58 84
Not guilty 1 2 1 1 1 b






-Similar reductions in cases dismissed and increases in conviction:
rates were recorded in 1981-82 in the Superior Courts. For example:
Convictions and
Dismissals =

Superior Courts York County Cumberland County Aroostook County
Superior Court Superior Court Superior Court
4 4 4 2 4 Z
1978 1981-82 1978 1981-82 1978 1981-82
Dismissed 63 23 55 33 42 21
Guilty 28 75 ' Ly 66 55 79

Not guilty 9 2 1 1 3 0

=Almost 100% of all QUI convictions resulted in a fine being imposed
by the court. The average fine for a civil conviction ($260) and

for a criminal conviction ($375) was, in both instances, greater than
the required mandatory minimum fines of $250 and $350 respectively.

Fines

-ln 1978, mandatory jail sentences were required in all second or sub-
sequent QUl convictions, but Drinking and Driving in Maine reported
Mandatory Jail that mandatory sentences were ''actually imposed in less that 1 out of
Sentences every 10 cases in which they were mandated'.

In sharp contrast to 1978, in the first year under the new OUl law,
mandatory jail sentences were imposed in more than 96% of the cases

in which they were required. As a result of Maine's courts strictly
complying with the new OUI legislation, almost 2,600 OU! offenders
were sentenced to serve some time in one of Maine's jails from Septem-
ber 1981 to September 1982,

% of OQUl Convictions
in Which Mandatory Jail
Sentences Were Actually
imposed in All District
and Superior Courts

1978 9%
1981-82 96%

-The percentage of persons charged with Operating After Suspension (O0AS),
who were convicted of 0AS, rose from 53% in 1978 to 60% in 1981-82.

Suspension In 95% of the OAS convictions, a fine that averaged $218 was imposed

and one out of every five persons convicted of 0AS received a jail sen-
tence that averaged 14 days.

i-ii






Habitual

Of fenders

-In 1978 only 13 persons were convicted of the very serious motor
vehicle offense of operation by an habitual offender. Drinking and
Driving in Maine concluded that ''the Legislature's objectives of
providing the maximum safety for all persons who travel or use the
public highways of the state....are not being realized."

As a result of the low reported conviction rate for habitual of-
fenders, the OUl reform legislation also included changes in the
laws concerning habitual offenders. These reforms seem to have had
a dramatic impact, for in the first full year of operation under
the amended habitual offender law, the number of convictions has
increased by more than 600%. In 1981-82, 95 persons were convicted
of being an habitual offender, and were fined an average of $530
and sentenced to serve an average of 70 days in jail. .

i-iii
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PART 1
HIGHLIGHTS

This report focuses on the first twelve months (September 18,
1981 through September 17, 1982) of Maine's experience under the
amended QOUI statutes. Statements made about the statistics in
this report are based on the data gathered and vresented in the
tables.

The key purposes that this statistical report can serve are:
l) for use as baseline data with which future statistics can be
compmared and 2) as a tool to generally assess the magnitude of
the drinking-driving problem and its impact on the State. The
major statistics are orovided herein.

OPERATING UNDER THE INFLUENCE (OUI)

@ Arrests. As of December 12, 1982 Northeast Laboratories
- of Maine had been notified of 9859 OUI arrests for the
period of September 18, 1982 - September 17, 1982. 1In
84% of the cases (8,314) the drivers agreed to subnmit to
a blood-alcohol test (16% or 1,545 drivers refused).

@ Complaints. Based on the data collected in Maine's
courts, 10,407 OUI complaints were filed for offenses
committed during the reporting period (September 18,
1981 - September 17, 1982).

Of the total number of OUI complaints filed, 55% were
civil (5,677), 39% were criminal complaints (4,067) and
in 6% of the cases (663), civil-criminal was not
specified on the dockets.

e Disposition. About 86% (85.6%) of all OUI cases (8,912)
had been adjudicated as of data collection in the courts
(November~December 1982). The statewide disposition of
all OUI cases was:

. Guilty 80%
. Not Guilty 2%
. Dismissed - Plea to Lesser Charge 4%
. Dismissed _ 10%
. Other 4%

The statewide disposition of these same OUI cases, civil,
criminal and civil-criminal unspecified was:



Not
Civil Criminal Specified
. Guilty 84% 83% 19% -
. Not Guilty 23 2% 7%
. Dismissed -~ Plea 4% 5% 5%
to Lesser Charge .
. Dismissed 7% 7% 57%
. Other 33 33 12%

Civil Cases - Sentencing. In the 4,396 civil OUI cases
which resulted in a court finding of guilty, fines were
imposed by the courts in almost 100% (99.9%) of the
convictions, licenses were suspended in 98% and, accord-
ing to the data collected in the courts, jail sentences

" were imposed by the courts in 14 civil OUI convictions.

The average fine imposed by the courts was $260 and the
average license suspension period was 46 days. (The
average jail sentence was 1l days.)

Criminal Cases - Sentencing. In the 2,630 criminal OUI
cases which resulted in a verdict of guiltv, fines were
imposed by the courts in almost 99% (98.8%) of the cases.
Licenses were suspended in 94% and jail sentences were
imposed by the courts in 96% of the convictions.

The average fine imposed by the courts was $375, the
average license suspension period was 96 days and the
average jail sentence was found to be five days.

Driver Education Evaluation Program (DEEP). As of
Decempber 23, 1982, Maine's Division of Motor Vehicles
(DMV) reported that of the 7,517 OUI convictions it

had on file for the reporting period (September 18,

1981 - September 17, 1982) 51% of this group (3,793) had
met all the DEEP and other-related requirements if in-
dicated (evaluation-rehabilitation) for licence resorta-
tion.

Of this group of 3,793 DEEP completors, DMV had received
notification of subsequent convictions for OQUI (57 cases)
and OAS (38 cases) reflecting a recidivism rate of 1.5%
and 1.0%, respectively.

OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION (OAS)

Complaints. A total of 5,769 OAS complaints were
Tdentified in the courts for offenses committed
September 18, 1981 through September 17, 1982. About
82% of these cases (4,718) had been adjudicated at the
time of data collection in the courts.



® Disposition. Of the 4,718 OAS cases adjudicated during
the reporting period, the statewide disposition was:

. Guilty 60%
. Not Guilty 2%
. Dismissed - Plea. to Lesser Charge 8%
« Dismissed ‘ 18%
. Other 12%

® Sentencing. In the 2,846 cases which resulted in a
verdict of gquilty, fines were imposed by the courts
in 95% of the convictions (2,701), jail sentences in
19% (539 cases) and additional license suspension
periods were imposed by the courts in 7% of the con-
victions (186 cases).

The average OAS fine was found to be $218, the average
jail sentence was 14 days and the average (additional)
license suspension period imposed by the courts was
303 days.

OPERATING AS AN HABITUAL OFFENDER_(HO)

e Complaints-Indictments. A total of 409 cases of
operating as an HO were identified in the courts for
the reporting period (September 18, 1981 - September 17,
1982). At the time of data collection (November -
December 1982), 55% of the cases (223) had been ad-
judicated.

@ Disposition. The disposition of the HO cases adjudicated
between September 18, 1981 and September 17, 1982 is

shown below.

. Guilty 43%
. Not Guilty 2%
. Dismissed - Plea to Lesser Charge 3%
. Dismissed . 29%
. Other 23%

@ Sentencing. Of the total HO convictions (95 cases),
fines were imposed by the courts in 30% of the con-
victions (28 cases), jail sentences in 93% (88 cases)
and an additional license suspension period was im-
posed in 1% of the convictions (1 case).

The average fine imposed by the courts was found to
be $529, the average jail sentence was 70 days and
the average (additional) license suspension period
was 183 days.



PART 11
BACKGROUND

In the Spring of 1981 the 110th Maine Legislature enacted-
Chapter 468 of The Public Laws of 1980, "AN ACT to Reform the
Statutes Relating to Driving under the Influence of Intoxicating
Liquor or Drugs." This legislation, proposed by the Governor
of Maine, culminated an extensive ExXecutive Branch review of
the effectiveness of the Operating Under the Influence (OUI)
laws -- an effort which included a detailed study entitled,
Drinking and Driving in Maine: How Well is the Law Working?
{(Maine Department of Human Services, 1981)

Maine's reasons for amending its OUI statutes are not
unlike those of other states in the nation -- increased OUI
arrests and alcohol involvement in highway accidents,
fatalities, serious injuries, as well as property damage.
Maine's response to the growing problem, however, may differ
somewhat from most. states in that its approach to the problem
is comprehensive. This is reflected by the changes made in
the OUI statutes. The threatened consequences for QUI
conviction are more unpleasant and the likelihood of arrest
and conviction are greater: drivers may be requested, based
on probable cause alone, to submit to a blood-alcohol test
and, valid test results showing blood-alcohol content of 0.10%
or greater can now be used by the State as "proof" of guilt
rather than "evidence" ("illegal per se" law). The State's
revision of the OUI statutes also included the creation of
a civil offense (traffic infraction) =-- these statutory changes
result in four possible prosecutorial routes. (Figure 1
presents the penalties under the o0ld and the new OUI statutes
and related offenses and Figure 2 depicts the four
prosecutorial routes available to the State under the new OUI
law.)

The State's concern about the drinking-drivinc »nroblem
is further exemplified in the amended OUI statutes through
a new reporting requirement which mandates that a written
report will be submitted to "the Chief Justice, the Governor
and the Legislature not later than March lst of each year...,
on the enforcement of laws relating to drinkine and
driving..." (M.R.S.A. 2287106 (2) (8). The information to
be contained in the annual OUI reports is also identified
in the legislation: :

(1) The number, by county, of arrests for operating
under the influence or operating with an excessive
blood-alcohol level;

(2) The number, by county, of criminal complaints filed
for operating under the influence;



FIGURE 1~
PENALTIES:

OPERAT!NG UNDER THE INFLUENCE AND OPERATING WITH AN EXCESSIVE BAC AND
+ OTHER OUI LAW-RELATED OFFENSES
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PROSECUTION ROUTES AVAILABLE UNDER THE NEW OU! LAW

CIVIL

Ooul

VIOLATION \

/
CRIMINAL
TT~4. EBA

1. OUI {Actually Under Influence)

2 EB A {8lood Alcohol Content Equal to or
Greaster Than 0.10%)

3. OUI {Actually Under Influencs)

{8lood Alcohol Content Equal to or
Greater Than 0,10%)



(3) The number, by county, of criminal complaints filed
for operating with an excessive blood-alcohol level;

(4) The number, by county, of complaints filed for
the traffic infraction of operating under the
influence;

{5) The number, by county, of complaints filed for
the traffic infraction of operating with an
excessive blood-alcohol level;

(6) The number, by county, of revocations of implied
consent; '

(7) The number, by county, of operating after suspension
and habitual offender arrests;

(8) Rates of conviction, guilty pleas to lesser charges
and dismissals by county for these offenses;

(9) The rates of successful completion of the Driver
- Education Evaluation Program and rates of
recidivism for individuals completing the Driver
Education Evaluation Program;

(10) The number, by county, of persons whose licenses
were suspended; and

(11) The average fine, jail sentence and period of
license suspension, by county, for each category
of offense.

The responsibility of preparing the annual report was
legislatively designated to the Office .of Alcoholism and
Drug Abuse Prevention (OADAP) within Maine's Department of
Human Services (DHS).

In January 1982, OADAP contracted with the University
of Southern Maine (Human Services Development Institute
[HSDI] within the Center for Research and Advanced Study)
to assist it in complying with the reporting mandate. As
specified in the contract, this report contains statistics
for the first twelve months (September 18, 198l-September 18,
1982) under the amended, comprehensive OUI statutes.

The three data sources for this report were: 1)Northeast
Laboratories of Winslow, Maine provided OUI arrest and
revocation of implied consent data; 2) Maine Division of
Motor Vehicles (DMV) provided OUI convictions, Driver Education
Evaluation Program (DEEP) and additional evaluation-counseling
and recidivism data; and 3) all other data contained in this
report were abstracted by HSDI project staff from court records
(primarily dockets) in each of the 33 District and 16 Superior
Courts in Maine.



The data collection in the courts was conducted during
the month of November 1982 and the first two weeks of ,
December 1982 by three data collectors. Each data collector
was provided with a supply of forms (Appendix A), written
data collection instructions and other pertinent materials
(data collection schedule, court locations, etc.), as well
as personal instruction in data collection. Each data
collector was responsible for contacting assigned courts
to identify a convenient date for the site visit. (For
each Operating Under the Influence, Operating After
Suspension [0AS] and operating after having been declared
an Habitual Offender [HO] offense committed [between
September 18, 1981 and September 17, 1982] and identified
in the court dockets, 7 data elements could be gathered --
from complaint type, date of offense to sanctions imposed
by the courts upon conviction. A total of 16,585 cases
were identified: 10,407 OUI cases, 5,769 OAS cases and 409
HO cases.)

Within each county, data were gathered in District
Court(s) first, then in the Superior Court. This approach
was used in order to reduce double counting of cases which
originated in District Court but were appealed, bound over
or transferred to Superior Court. These cases are reported
as Superior Court not District Court cases; cases dismissed
in District Court for an indictment are also accounted for
in the Superior Court data only.

In terms of data verification, several methods were
employed: 1) Subsequent to coding raw data for keypunching,
the codes were checked against the raw data to ensure
accurate coding. 2) The data keypuncher was requested to
verify keyed data with the raw data in order to reduce key-
punch error. 3) A range check was done to insure that codes
submitted were valid. For example, if the computer printout
showed a criminal OUI fine of $250 rather than the mandatory
nininum of $350 that case was identified via the
computer and the raw data and the coding were checked. 1If a
coding error was identified, the raw data file was then
corrected. 4) Three courts (randomly selected) were re-visited
and data re-collected on 180 cases in each court. These
data were then compared to the original data gathered. (The
error rate was found to be 3%.)

The intent of this report is to present the data required
by statute -- it is not intended to be analytical in nature.
Given the amount and type of data collected, it can be used
for a variety of purposes and analyzed in different ways.

For example, since the date of offense was one data element



collected for each case, the data can be analvzed for seasonal
variation. Such analysis can be useful in plannina media

media compaigns intended to reduce the incidence of drinking-
driving during critical periods. The data mav also be analvzed
in terms of rural versus urban incidence .-~ the findings may

be useful for planning public education- and information dis-
semination activities.

Statements in this report are based on the data gathered
and presented in the tables of this report. Prior to readina
this report, the reader should be aware of several factors:

® Court records reviewed for purposes of this revort
(primarily dockets) wvaried in content and detail as well as
the availability of data. The most common problem.encountered:
across all jurisdictions was the lack of information concerning
the nature of the OUI charge. For example, rarely was a drunk-
driving charge identified in the dockets as an OUI or EBA
offense -- generally, an OUI offense was recorded as OUI-EBA,
criminal (or civil). Also, in a sizeable number of cases only
OUI-EBA was indicated while criminal or civil was not. The
data concerning unspecified cases were inspected for compmliance
with the minimum mandatory penalties and re-classified as civil
or criminal if two conditions were found to exist: 1) the
conviction resulted in all mandatory penalties beina imwosed
by the court and 2) each of the apolicable penalties were
precisely the minimum mandated under the criminal or civil
statutes. For example, an OUI-EBA offense where criminal or
civil was not indicated on the docket would have been recoded
and counted as a criminal OUI if the case resulted in a aquilty
verdict and, the penalties imposed by the court and recorded
on the docket were a $350 fine, a 90-day license suspension
period and a 2-day (48 hours) jail sentence. However, i€ the
conviction was recorded but data were missing for one or more
of the three sanctions or, if at least one of the penalties
imposed by the courts deviated from the mandated minimum, e.a.,
a fine of $300, - the case would have remained in the unspecified
category.

® Averages were calculated based on the sentencing inform-
ation contained on dockets -- when a fine, license susnension
or, if applicable, a jail sentence was not recorded on the
docket such information was treated as "missing" (and excluded
from the calculation) rather than as a zero fine, zero license,etc.

e In order to facilitate the review, internretation and
analysis of the data presented, both numbers and percents are
given in most instances. Portions of one percent (qreater than
or equal to .5%) were rounded up to whole percents. Thus, in
some instances the percentages may not add up to 100%.



e Caution should be used in making comparisons across
counties or courts =-- since 4% in Cumberland County may
represent 54 cases while in Hancock County 4% may reoresent
four cases. The total (base number) should be considered.



PART II1I
OPERATING UMDER THE INFLUENCE

SECTION A-
STATE STATISTICS

Of the 8,912 QOUI cases adjudicated during the reporting
period, 80% resulted in a verdict of guilty (civil, 49%;
criminal, 30%; and 'unspecified, 1%). In terms of mandatory
sentencing, particularly fines and license suspension, it
appears (based on the data collected in the courts) that the
penalties specified in the amended OUI statutes tended to
be imposed by the courts with slightly greater uniformity
in civil OUI convictions than in criminal convictions. 1In
civil cases fines were imposed in almost 100% of the
convictions and license suspension in 98% while in criminal
cases, fines and license suspension were imposed in 99%
and 96% of the convictions, respectively. Both the civil
and criminal statewide average fines were greater than the
mandated minimum (civil fine, $250 - average, $260;
criminal, $350 - average, $375).

ARRESTS. According to the arrest information provided
by Northeast Laboratories (Winslow, Maine), a total of 9,859
QUI arrests were made in Maine during the first twelve months
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under the new OUI law (September 18, 198l-September 17, 1982).

In about 84% of the arrests (8,314), the drivers agreed to
submit to a blood-alcohol test while 16% (1,545 drivers)
refused. Aroostook County experienced the lowest refusal
rate (10%) while Knox County experienced the highest, 25%.

Caution should be used in drawing conclusions based on
the statistics shown in Table 1 or comparing arrest~refusal
information with other data contained in this report. 1In
attempting to clarify the disparity between the number of
arrests (9,859) reported by Northeast Laboratories and the
number of OUI complaints (10,407) identified through a review

of court records for the same twelve-month period (September 18,

1981-September 17, 1982), Northeast Laboratories explained
that the arrest statistics were based on information which

had been received as of December 12, 1982. However, subsequent

to the tabulation of the arrest-refusal information for -
purposes of this report, Northeast Laboratories received
additional arrest-refusal information applicable to the
reporting period (including information pertaining to
arrests which occurred during the early part of 1981).



TABLE 1

OUl ARRESTS AND REVOCATION OF IMPLIED CONSENT BY CQUNTY
{September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982)

Revocation .of . Total
COUNTY Test Not Refused Implied Consent . Arrests
No. % No. %1 No. %
Androscoggin ‘ 840 82 139 18 779
Aroostook 835 90 90 10 925 9
Cumberiand 1870 ’ 85 334 18 2204 22
Franklin ' 179 87 28 13 207 2
Hancock 157 78 44 22 201 2
Kennebec 823 84 158 16 981 10
Knox 141 75 48 25 | 189
- Lincoin . 219 84 42 16 281
Oxford - 248 82 83 18 299 3
Penabscot 949 86 159 14 1108 "
Piscataquis 135 86 22 14 157 -2
Sagadahoc 224 83 48 17 270 3
Somerset 368 85 67 16 435 4
Waldo 192 88 25 12 217 2
Washington 236 82 51 18 287 3
York 1100 82 239 18 1339 14
TOTAL 8314 84 1545 16 9859 100

Northeast L tes (D ber 12, 1982)

COMPLAINTS. A review of court records revealed that
a total of 10, 407 OUI complaints were filed during the
first twelve months (September 18, 1981-September 17, 1982)
under the new QUI law. Thirty-nine percent (4,067) of the
complaints were filed under the criminal OUI statutes, 55%
(5,677) under the civil statutes and 6% (663) of the OUI
cases identified in the courts did not specify criminal or
civil. At the time of data collection in the courts
(November-December 1982) about 14% of the OUI cases (1,495)
were still in a pending status.

11.



DISPOSITION. Of the 8,912 OUI cases adjudicated during
the reporting period, 80% (7,129 cases) resulted in a verdict
of guilty (Figure 3). : ’

FIGURE 3

STATEWIDE DISPQOSITION OF QU! CASES
{September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982)
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®Qther: Cases filed, defendant deceased or imprisoned, pleas of guilty to other charge
{other charge not specified and greater charges), etc.

Fifty-eight percent of the 8,912 OUI cases adjudicated
were civil, 36% were criminal and 6% of the cases were not
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specified, criminal or civil. Table 2 and Figure 4 present
the statewide disposition of QUI cases, civil, criminal
and unspecified.

TABLE 2
STATEWIDE DISPOSITION OF OUI CASES: CIVIL VERSUS CRIMINAL
(September 18, 1981 ~ September 17, 1982)

DISPOSITION CIviL CRIMINAL " UNSPECIFIED TOTAL
No. % No. % No. % No. %

Guilty 4396 49 | 2830 30 103 1 7129 80

Not Guilty 107 1 a8 <! 35 <t 150 2
Dismissed ~ Plea to

Lesser Charge 185 -2 158 2 29 <1 372 4

Dismissed 341 4 227 3 308 3 878 10

Other 179 2 99 1 67 1 635 4

TOTAL 5208 58 | 3162 36 542 6 8912 100

FIGURE 4

STATEWIDE DISPOSITION OF QU! CASES: CIVIL VERSUS CRIMINAL
(September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982)
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SENTENCING. Almost 100% of the civil OUI convictions
(4,396) resulted in fines. The average fine was found to
be $260 and the range was from $50 to $500. License
suspension occurred in 98% of the convictions (average: 46
days; range: 30-183). According to court records, 14 civil
OUI convictions also resulted in jail sentences ranging
from 2 to 60 days (average: 11 days).

Almost 99% (2,598) of the criminal QUI convictions
(2,630) resulted in fines ranging from $50 to $1000, with
the average fine being $375. Ninety-six percent of the
convictions (2,532) resulted in an average 5-day jail
sentence, ranging from 1 day to 304 days. License suspension
occurred in almost 94% of the convictions (2,469) ranglng
"from 30 to 365 days (average: 96 days).

of the 103 civil-criminal not specified cases resulting
in a guilty verdict, the courts imposed fines in 95% of the
convictions ranging from $75 to $750 (average: $339). License
suspension occurred in 44% of the convictions (45) ranaging from
30 to 365 days (average: 89 days) and jail sentences were im-
posed in 37% of the conv1ctlons (38) (range 1-45 days; average:
13 days)

SECTION B-
-COUNTY STATISTICS

Of the 10,407 OUI complaints identified in the courts
for the first twelve months under the new OUI law, 7,129
resulted in convictions (2,630 criminal, 4,396 civil and 103
civil-criminal not specified). Fines were imposed by the
courts in almost 100% of the civil OUI convictions and 99%
of the criminal convictions. Fines ranged from $50 to $500
in civil convictions and $50 to $1000 in criminal convictions.
The overall average fine imposed by courts in civil OUI
convictions was $260 and in criminal convictions the average
was $375.

Ninety-eight percent (5,327) of the civil convictions
resulted in an average license suspension period of 46 days --
ranging from 30 to 183 days. -Licenses were suspended in 94%
(2,469) of the criminal convictions for an average of 96 days
and ranged from 30 to 365 days.

COMPLAINTS. It is not surprising that the greatest
number of complaints were filed in the heaviest populated
counties, Cumberland and York. These two counties accounted
for 36% (3,783) of the total number of OUI complaints filed
(10,407) for offenses committed during the reporting period.
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At the time of data collection in the courts (November
and December 1982), 14% (1,495) of all OUI complaints filed
for offenses committed during the first twelve months under
the new OUI law had not yet been adjudicated. Of the 1,495
pending cases, 61% (905) were criminal complaints, 31%
or 469 complaints were civil and 8% or 121 cases were
criminal-civil not specified. Androscoggin, Cumberland
and York Counties had the greatest number of civil OUI cases
in a pending status ~- 110, 102 and 93 cases, respectively; the
same three counties also had the greatest number of criminal
OUI cases in a pending status. '

CIVIL OUI: DISPOSITION AND SENTENCING. Conviction
rates for civil OUI ranged from 96% (472 cases of the 493
adjudicated) in Kennebec County to 75% in York County (598
cases of 796 adjudicated). Dismissal rates ranged from a
. low of 2% (10 cases) in Kennebec County to a high of 12%
each in Franklin (14 cases) and York (95 cases) Counties.
Seven counties did not show a single dismissal of a civil
OUI case for a plea to a lesser charge during the reporting
period. As Table 3 shows, these counties were: Hancock,
Kennebec, Lincoln, Piscataquis, Sagadahoc, Somerset and
Waldo. The highest rates of dismissal-plea to lesser charge
were found to be in Cumberland (10%; 116 cases), York (5%;
41 cases) and Androscoggin (5%, 14 cases). (The statewide
rate for civil OUI in this dispostion category was 4% or 185
cases of the total 5,208 OUI cases adjudicated.)

TABLE 3

CiVIL OQUI: DISPOSITION BY _COUNTY
September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982)

COUNTY COURT FINDINGS

(Superier and Totst ::: Nat

Diwiet Courts) NAQW';_ Na.ou.x 3‘:"-,'; Hu.M % Nca.“m'% Ng‘m‘
Androssoggin | 320 8 8 322 1w 18 s] « 1 {243 78
Arsowesk 480 3 1 3 7 1 8 2|44 o0
Cumberiand 1148 <] s |4 s]e ]2 2 oy 78
Fromitin " . 10 8|14 12 2 2 1 [ I/
Honessle 131 s 4 2 1 124 98
Kennaises @ 2 v 2 9 2 a2 e
Koo 179 4 3 ln [} [ 31 2 1 153 87
Linosin 182 2 1 12 8 3 2 ks e
Oaterd 108 7 8 7 @ 2 2} 2 2 %0 83
Ponstecet 58 2 1 2 s 1 1113 2 s34 32
Placataquis 23 1 ' 9 10 4 4 79 88
Sagedahen 157 3 2 312 8 9 s [ 1233 8
Semerset 224 2 1 7 3 7 3 | 208 o2
Waide 100 3 3 8 7 3 3 o5 87
Washingron 134 4 3 s 4 1 1] 3 2|2 w0
Yok 798 a7 6 |93 n2j a sl 2 1wa
TOTAL 5208 1o 3 jaa 7] 198 4 L107 2 lams "sa

- NOTE: Percentages are based on total number of cases adjudicated - pending cases
were excluded from calculations,
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Of the 4,396. civil OUI convictions which .occurred during
the reporting period, only four convictions did not result
in a fine =-- one each in Androscoggin and Somerset Counties
and two in Penobscot. County-wide average fines ranged
from $309 in Franklin to $249 in Washington County. The
overall statewide range was from $50 to $500.

Ninety-eight percent of the OUI convictions resulted in
suspension of drivers license privileges. The statewide
average license suspension period was 46 days. Statewide,
the average license suspension period ranged from 30 to 183
days while county averages ranged from 45 davys in ten
counties to 54 days in Franklin County. In Xnox County all
findings of guilty resulted in the mandatory sentencing,
fines and suspension of license.

It appears that 14 civil convictions (in six counties)
also resulted in jail sentences ranging from 2 to 60 days
with a statewide average sentence of 11 days. (Table B-1
in Appendix B presents the sentencing by county for civil
OUI convictions.)

CRIMINAL OUI: DISPOSITION AND SENTENCING. Conviction
rates ranged from 95% in Hancock County (55 out of 58 cases)
to 74% in Franklin County (25 out of 34 adjudications).

TABLE 4

CRIMINAL QUI: DISPOSITION 8Y COUNTY
{September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982)

COUNTY COURT FINDINGS
. Tors Fleet o Het

oo [ | | 00 | gt | S i | g
Androssergm | 181 ] s |9 s | e 2 140 77
Arsssesh 7 4 1418 s d 2 t jas 9
Cumberisnd 1) a7 7]3 95 |es 10]s 1 sy 7
Framtia k7] 9 = ’ 2 74
Moneuelt 8 F I | 58 99
Konnaen 3851 1 1 {10 2] 1 7 2 |32 o4
Knea 18 1 1{12 wje s ] 4 3 95 a1
Lineoin 8 ' tls 7|3 . 7 88
Caferd 74 . [] 8] 2 3| 2 3| ' 83 88
Peneteset 427 & 18 |n 3] 9 2 ja3 80
Placetaquin 81 2 3| 3 s| 2 3] 2 3 52 8%
Sagadanos 61 2 al 3 s| 2 E 3N 2 3 a7
Semarset 178 E] 2|1 6] 2 1] 2 1 159 90
Waide n 1 1 L] 7 8 92
w-mq;n a1 1 t 4 5 3 4 3 . 0 88
|_York 423 22 s |27 6 |48 11 s 2} ga
TOTAL 2182 9 a7 7 {158 S fas 2 |30 483

NOTE: Percentages are hased on total number of casas adjudicated -- pending cases
’ were exciuded from calcuiations,
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A slightly higher percentage of criminal OUI adjudications
resulted in a dismissal-plea to a lesser charge than in civil
cases -- the statewide rate in this disposition category
was 5% (158 cases). However, as with civil OUI cases, several
counties did not show a single criminal OUI case in this
disposition category: Aroostook, Franklin and Hancock
Counties. . As shown in Table 4, the dismissal-plea to lesser
charge rate for the remaining 13 counties ranged from 11%

(46 cases) and 10% (66 cases) in York and Cumberland
Counties, respectively to 1% each in Kennebec (1 case) and
Somerset County (2 cases).

Criminal OUI dismissal rates ranged from 1% in Waldo
County (1 case) to 26% in Franklin County (9 cases). The
dismissal rate for criminal-civil not specified ranged
from 24% (14 cases in Cumberland County) to 90% (9 cases
in Knox County). '

Fines were imposed in almost 99% of all criminal OUI
convictions which occurred during the reporting period,
jail sentences in 96% and licenses were suspended in 94%
of the convictions.

Statewide, the average fine was $375, the average jail
sentence was 5 days and the average license suspension period
was 96 days. County averages ranged from a fine of $347
(Androscoggin County) to $459 (Somerset County) while state- ,
wide, the fines ranged from $50 (Aroostook and Penobscot
County) to $1000 in Kennebec, Knox and Somerset Counties.

In terms of license suspension, the county averages
ranged from 89 days (Piscataquis and York County) to 115
days in Franklin County. License suspension periods ranged
from 30 to 365 days with the state average being 96 days.

Jail sentences ranged from one day (Somerset County)
to 304 days (Aroostook County). County averages ranged
from 3 to 7 days and the statewide average was 5 days.
(Sentencing statistics are presented by county in Table B-2
of Appendix B.)

CIVIL-CRIMINAL NOT SPECIFIED: DISPOSITION AND SENTENCING.
Nineteen percent (103 cases) resulted in convictions, 5% (29
cases) were dismissed for a plea to a lesser charge -- one
case each in Oxford, Penobscot, Waldo and Washington
Counties and 16 and 9 cases in Cumberland and York, respectively.

Although a greater number of civil cases (341) were
dismissed than were criminal cases (227), the statewide
percentage for both was the same (7%) while the dismissal
rate for OUI cases criminal-civil not specified, was 57%

(308 cases).



TABLE 5§

CIVIL - CRIMINAL OU!, NOT INDICATED:
DISPOSITION BY COUNTY

{September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982)

COUNTY COURT FINDINGS
Totsl . 3:.: Neat
"u:""::" NA:“-‘:_ n-.mx P [Ne "™ [ ey | g Yy
Amteomenin | 24 s nf 10 a 1 4] 8
Arsesoe a2 [ 1l 31 74 1 2 4 10
Cumberiend | = 18 %) 14 2} e n 14 2
Framkiin ] ' 8| 14 & 2 1
Hanenak 21 3 1| 4 @ 4“1
Kemnebes % N 4l 85 =s 12 12f 27 2
Knex 10 ° % 1 1
Linesin s 7 = [
Owtord 12 2 17| 7 sal 2 2 0
Pemoieset ' 3 af 4 ] 1 1] s|] 1 1w
Plowmavia z . sl & 1 a
Sopasiohee 12 1 1| s a s
- Somerset 1 1 100
Waide " 2 1wl s 4} 10 3 2
Waghington £ s 7] 4 s 1 ijna = 1 3
York %8 13 18] sa ssi 9 of 3 af 8 1
TOTAL 242 &7 12008 s} 2 s} 3s 74 w3 19

AOTE: Percentages are based on total number of cases adjudicated ~ pending cases
were excluded from calculations.

Fines were imposed in 95% of the civil-criminal not
specified OUI convictions, licenses were suspended in 44%
and jail sentences in 37% of the convictions.

Statewide, fines ranged from $75 to $750, license
suspension periods ranged from 30 to 365 days and jail
sentences ranged from 1 to 45 days. County averages ranged
from a fine of $250 (Somerset County) to $495 (Penobscot
County); license suspension periods ranged from 30 days
(Piscataguis County) to 180 days (Franklin County); and
jail sentences ranged from 2 days (Oxford and Piscataquis
Counties) to 45 days (Washington County) (County

13,

sentencing statistics may be found in Table B-3 of Appendlx B.)



SECTION C- ‘
DISTRICT COURT STATISTICS: DISPOSITION AND SENTENCING

_ CIVIL QUI. Of the 5,203 cases adjudicated in the

District Courts during the reporting period, 84% resulted
in a conviction (4,391 cases), ranging from a conviction
rate of 100% in Bar Harbor to 70% in Biddeford District
Court. .

Four percent of the civil OUI cases (185) were
dismissed for a plea of guilty to a lesser charge ranging
from 1% (one case each in Calais, Bangor and Houlton) to 10%
each in Bridgton (5 cases), Brunswick (22 cases) and
Portland (89 cases). Seven percent of the civil cases (341)
resulted in a straight dismissal =-- ranging from a dismissal
rate of 1% in Madawaska (1 case) to 19% in Livermore Falls
(18 cases).

Of the 4,391 District Court civil OUI convictions
during September 18, 198l-December 17, 1982, fines were
imposed by the courts in all but 4 convictions ranging from
$50 to $500. The court average ranged from a fine of $247
{Calais) to $309 (Farmington and Skowhegan).

An average of 46 days license suspension period was
imposed by the courts in 4,322 civil convictions. State-
wide, the license suspension periods ranged from 30 to 183
days while the District Court averages ranged from 45 to 54
days. Jail sentences appear to have been imposed by the
courts in 14 convictions ranging from 2 to 60 days -- with
an overall average jail sentence of 11 days. (Civil OUI
statistics by District Court are provided in Table B-4
of Appendix B.)

CRIMINAL OUI. District Court conviction rates ranged
from 62% in Livermore Falls (8 cases) to 100% in 4 District
Courts (Fort Kent, 13 cases; Madawaska, 17 cases; Van
Buren, 4 cases;and South Paris, 20 cases).

Dismissals for a plea to a lesser charge ranged from 1%
(Waterville, Rockland and Bangor -- 1 case each) to 13% in
Biddeford (20 cases). The average dismissal rate for all
District Courts was 5% (140 cases).

A total of 180 cases adjudicated by the District Courts
resulted in straight dismissals (7%). These dismissal rates
ranged from 2% (Presque Isle and Belfast, 2 cases each; and
Augusta, 3 cases) to 31% (Livermore Falls, 4 cases).

19.



Fines were imposed by the District Courts in 99% of
the criminal OUI convictions (2,200) and ranged from $50
to $1000 while the District Court averages ranged from
$343 in Lewiston to $491 in Skowhegan District Court. The
statewide average was $372.

Drivers licenses were suspended in 96% (2,135) of the
criminal OUI convictions (range, 30-365 days; average, 95
days). District Court average for license suspension
periods ranged from 86 days in the Springvale District
Court to 121 days in Farmington and Skowhegan.

The District Courts imposed jail sentences in almost 96%
of the convictions for criminal OUI. The jail sentences
ranged from 1 day (Skowhegan) to 243 days (Presque Isle).

The average jail sentence was 4 days and the District Court
averages ranged from 2 days. (14 District Courts) to 8 days
in the Skowhegan District Court. (These statistics are
provided by county in Appendix B, Table B-5.)

CIVIL-CRIMINAL NOT SPECIFIED. The District Court
conviction rate for OUI cases which were not specified as
civil or criminal was 18% (90 cases) =-- 506 cases were
adjudicated during the reporting period. The conviction
rates ranged from 4% in Dover-Foxcroft (1 case) to 100%
in Skowhegan (1 case). (It should be noted that although
such cases were identified in all 33 of the District Courts,
no convictions were identified in 10 courts at the time of
data collections.)

Five percent (26 cases) of the unspecified cases wera
dismissed for a plea to a lesser charge and an additional 59%
(301 cases) were straight dismissals. Dismissal rates in
the District Courts ranged from 10% in Portland (2 cases)
to 100% in Livermore Falls and Presque Isle (2 cases each)
as well as in Madawaska and Bridgton, 1 and 5 cases
respectively. '

Of the 90 verdicts of guilty, fines were imposed by
the courts in 86 convictions (96%), licenses were suspended
in 43 convictions (48%) and jail sentencing occurred in 32
convictions (36%).

Fines ranged from $70 to $750, license suspension
periods from 30 to 365 days and jail sentences ranged from 1
day to 45 days. District Court averages ranged as follows:
fines, $250 (Kittery) to $750 (Newport); license suspension,
30 days (Dover-Foxcroft) to 180 davs (Farmington); and jail
sentences ranged from 2 days in four courts {Van Buren,
Augusta, Rumford and Dover-Foxcroft) to 45 days (Machais).

20,
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The overall District Court averages in terms of the
penalties imposed in the OUI unspecified, criminal-civil
cases were: fine, $342; license suspension period, 90
days; and jail sentence, 11 days. (Table B-6 in
Appendix B presents complaint, disposition and sentencing
statistics for civil-criminal not specified OUI cases by
District Court.)

SECTION D-
SUPERIOR COURT STATISTICS: DISPOSITION AND SENTENCING

CIVIL OUI. Twenty-three civil OUI cases were identified
in 10 Superior Courts. Only 5 cases had been adjudicated at
the time of data collection, all of which resulted in :
finding of guilty. 1In all five convictions, the courts
imposed the mandatory fines ($250) and license suspension
periods (45 days). (Table B-7 of Appendix B provides the
statistics for these cases.)

CRIMINAL OUI. A total of 1,033 criminal OUI cases were
identified in Maine's Superior Courts. At the time of data
collection, 520 cases had been adjudicated: 414 cases (80%) :
resulted in a finding of gquilty; 10 cases (2%), not quilty; 18
cases (3%) were dismissed; and 31 cases (6%) resulted in
"other" dispositions.

Superior Court conviction rates ranged from 69% in
both Cumberland (72 cases) and Franklin (9 cases) to 100%
in both Hancock (5 cases) and Washington (4 cases).

. Jail sentences were imposed by the courts in 98% of
the convictions (407 cases) -- ranging from 2 days to 304
days. The statewide average was a 9-day jail sentence
ranging from an average of 2 davs (Waldo) to 48 days
(Washington). Fines were imposed by the courts in 96%
of the convictions and ranged from $250 to $1000 with
Superior Court averages ranging from $347 (Somerset) to
$475 (Piscataquis). .License suspension veriods ranaed
from 30 to 365 days and were imposed by the courts in 81%
of the convictions (334 cases). Court averages in terms
of license suspension periods ranged from 88 days (Penobscot)
to 114 days (Waldo); ninety-nine days was the state average
for Superior Courts. (Table B-8 in Avpendix B presents
criminal OUI statistics by. Superior Court.)
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OUI, CIVIL-CRIMINAL NOT SPECIFIED. A total of 66 OUI
complaints were identified in the Superior Courts which were not
specified criminal or civil. At the time of data collection,
thirty-six of these cases had been adjudicated and the
disposition was as follows: findings of gquilty, 36% (13
cases); dismissed for a plea to a lesser charge 8% (3 cases);
and dismissed, 19% (7 cases).

Of the 13 convictions, the courts imposed fines in 12
convictions (92%), licenses were suspended in 2 convictions
(15%8) and jail sentencing occurred in 6 convictions (46%).
Fines ranged from $250 to $500 with the overall court average
being $317; license suspension periods ranged from 40 to 90
days with an overall average of 65 days; and jail sentences
ranged from 2 to 45 days with the Superior Court average
being 22 days. (Table B-9, Appendix B, presents Superior
Court statistics for civil-criminal-not specified OUI cases.)

SECTION E- ,
DRIVER EDUCATION EVALUATION PROGRAM (DEEP)

Although participation in and successful completion of
DEEP for license restoration is not required by statute,
Maine's Secretary of State, in a memo issued August 12, 1981,
stated that "all people (convicted under 81312-D and 8§1312-C)
must have completed such alcohol counseling and education
as the Department of Human Services shall have prescribed,
prior to the restoration of any type of license whatsoever."

The Division of Motor Vehicles (DMV) is notified by
Maine's courts concerning OUI convictions -- based on such
information, DMV then notifies drivers convicted of an QUI
offense of the DEEP requirement. Upon successfully completing
DEEP and any other requirements such as-additional evaluation
and counseling when indicated, DEEP notifies DMV of successful
completion. Therefore, since DMV receives and stores OUI
conviction and DEEP completion information, the data contained
in Table 6 were all provided by DMV.

It should be noted that all activity represented in
Table 6 (convictions and subsequent convictions by DEEP
completors as well as DEEP completion, etc.) occurred
during the reporting period. Stated differently, in order
for a statistic to be included in Table 6, the OUI offense,
conviction, completion of DEEP and other related requirements
and subsequent OUI, OAS, or HO offense must have occurred
between September 18, 1981 and September 17, 1982.



TABLE 5

QUI CONVICTIONS, DRIVER EDUCATION EVALUATION PROGRAM (DEEP} COMPLETION
& RECIDIVISM RATES FOR PROGRAM COMPLETORS BY COUNTY

(September 18, 1981 — Septemper 17, 1362)

R G honTIoN EVALUATION SUBSEQUENT CONVICTIONS
- {DEEP_COMPLETORS)
Compietion of
DEEP (9 Hr.) Complationby | RECIDIVISM RATES BY OFFENSE
and (if required) | DEEP Referrals | DEEP Referrals -
Number Add’l Evaluation {{Add’l Evaluation - | of Add'l Evai.- Habitual
COUNTY oul & Rehabilitati Rehabilitation) | Rehabilitation out 0AS Offender
Convictions_ {No. . %" | No. %2} No. % 3] No. % | No. % | No. %
Androscoggin 428 202 . 47 72 8| s7- 719§ 2 1.0} 3 1.5
Aroostook 737 384 52 | 134 354 97- 72 § 10 26| 5 1.3
Cumberland . 1493 512 54 | 320 39| 287 ol n 1.4] 13 1.6
Frankiin 129 69 54 20 29 15 75
Hancock 192 110 57 38 5| 29 6l 2 18
Kennebec 907 470 52 | 187 38| 138 81§ 9 1.9] @ 1.3
Knox 257 123 8| 52 42] aa 85| 2 1.6}
Lincoln 224 114 51 34 30| 28 77
Oxford 170 98 58 13 347 24 73§ 4 4.1
Penobscot 903 460 51 | 225 49}] 185 82§ 1 02| 3 0.7
Piscataquis 134 72 54 32 44 28 81 2 2.8
Sagadahoc 188 94 50 N 33| 1. s2f 1 19 3 32
Somerset 391 188 a8 81 43| &8 82 2 1.9 1 0.5
Waldo 157 102 85 50 49| 43 86 2 20
Washington 193 80 42 25 3 22 s8] 2 1.0
York 1014 415 41 | 133 32| 107 g1 9 22 2 0.5
TOTAL 7517 3793 51 | 1447 38} 1180 82} s7 1.5/ 38 1.0
Sewres: Oiviion af Mater Venicias 1 Basad on total numder of QUI convictung,

3 Bamx on partcipation<omelation of DEEP (9-Hr. Programi,
3 Q4eedt 00 tots numoer of QEEP tefarrais mads,

As shown in Table 6, DMV received notification of 7,517
OUI convictions during the first twelve months under the new
OUI law. As of September 17, 1982, DEEP and other related
requirements for license restoration were met in 51% of the
convictions (3,793) -- included in this group were 1,447
instances when the Department of Human Services identified
and required completion of additional evaluation and
possibly, alcohol-related counseling, prior to reporting
"successful"” completion to DMV for purposes of license
restoration. Of the total number of referrals (1,447) made
by DEEP instructors, the additional requirements were met
in 82% of the cases (1,180). (It should be noted that the
DEEP completion data presented in this report do not
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include drivers who may have been in the process of meeting
DEEP and other related requirements on September 17, 1982
or those who may have begun and completed the requirements
subsequent to that date.)

As is apparent from Table 6, DEEP county completion
rates ranged from 41% in York (1,014 convictions; 415
completions) to 65% in Waldo (157 convictions; 102
completions). DEEP referral rates for additional evaluation
and, if indicated, counseling ranged from 29% in Franklin
(69 total participation; 20 referrals made) to 49% in
Penobscot (460 total participation; 225 referrals made).

The completion of additional requirements was 52% in
Sagadahoc (16 out of 31 referrals) and 90% in Cumberland
County (287 referrals out of 320).

Of the total number of successful DEEP completions
(3,793), fifty-seven subsequent OUI offenses - convictions
occurred (l.5% recidivism rate). Additionally, 38 OAS
violations (1.0%) by QUI offenders-DEEP completors were
reported to DMV by the courts.
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PART IV
OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION

SECTION A-
STATE STATISTICS

~

COMPLAINTS AND DISPOSITION. A total of 5,769 OAS
complaints were identified in Maine's District and Superior
Courts for violations committed between September 18, 1981
and September 17, 1982. At the time of data collection
in the courts (November-December 1982), eighteen percent
of these OAS cases (1,051) were still in a pending
status.

The disposition of the 4,718 OAS cases adjudicated
was:

60% - Guilty

2% - Not Guilty

8% - Dismissed, Plea to Lesser Charge
18% - Dismissed
12% - Other

SENTENCING. Of the 2,846 cases which resulted in a
verdict of guilty, the courts imposed fines in 95% of the
convictions (2,701 cases), jail sentences in 19% (539
cases) and additional license suspension periods were
imposed in 7% of the convictions (186 cases). Fines
ranged from $25 to $1000 and the statewide average was $218.
Jail sentences ranged from 1 day to 335 days with a state-
wide average of 14 days while additional license suspension
periods ranged from 7 days to 3 years with the averaage
suspension period being 303 days.

SECTION B-
COUNTY STATISTICS

COMPLAINTS AND DISPOSITION. OAS conviction rates ranged
from seventy-nine percent (83 cases) in Knox County to 49%
in York County (431 cases). Dismissals for a plea to a lesser
charge ranged from 1% in five counties (Aroostook, 4 cases;
Knox, 1 case; Penobscot, 2 cases; Waldo, 1 case; and
.Washington, 2 cases) to 17% (Cumberland County, 213 cases).




Straight dismissal rates ranged from 13% in Cumberland (171
cases) to 30% in Waldo County (28 cases). (Table 7
presents the disposition of OAS cases by county.)

TABLE 7
OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION: DISPOSITION BY CQUNTY
: {September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982)

COUNTY. COURT FINDINGS
{Superiar end Total. ittt Net
Biatret Caurn) [ Aoludicstion| m"’"‘" o | Dsmised | Chirge GSuit | guity
Androwomin | 28 | 54 1753 18] 28 8 191 59
Aroextaok 27 62 19] a7 14 4 1|l s 2120 64
Cumbwiend | 1258 160 sl 3|2z |9 1 le s
Frankiin 55 e 1] 9 e 2 4| v 2 » &
Honeoek 128 ) 7133 28 2 2}y 3 2 79 63
Kennmbes s 20 s|s8 18 1w 3|28 77
Krou 108 21 20 1 1 83 79
Linesin 7 4 sjz 4 s 1 @® 6
Oxtord 108 8 8l 2 21 8 7 68 64
) Penobecot 523 ) slaa 27 2 1123 4 ]33 a3
Plncataquiv 7] e |1 m 1 2 M e
Segedshoe 154 A 2| 37 2 3 2{ 6 4| 104 68
Somerset 124 1 8] 22 18 2 2 99 74
Waide ] o 3 38 30 1 'R IR 81 68
Washington 132 8 8]l 0 2 2 1§ 9 7 3 &
York a2 190 21f12 19| e 0] 1w 1] a3
TOTAL 4ne 581 1248711 18} 380 8]8o 2 |8 e

NOTE: Percentages are based on total number of cases adjudicated - pending cases
’ . were excluded from caiculations.
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SENTENCING. Fines ranged from an average of $158 in
Washington County to $320 in Somerset County. Additional.
license suspension periods ranged from an average of 60
days in Oxford to 438 days in Waldo County while jail
sentences ranged from a county-wide average of 6 days
in 3 counties (Piscataquis, Sagadahoc and York) to 33 days
in Lincoln County. (Table C-1, Appendix C, presents OAS .
complaints, disposition and penalties data by county.)

SECTION C-
DISTRICT COURT STATISTICS

COMPLAINTS AND DISPOSITION. Of the 4,718 OAS cases
adjudicated during the reporting period, 94% of the
adjudications (4,443 cases) occurred in District Courts
while 6% were adjudicated (275 cases) in Superior Courts.

In the District Courts, dismissals for a plea to a
lesser charge ranged from 1% in 4 courts (Presque Isle, 2
cases; Rockland, Belfast and Calais, 1 case each) to 17%
in Portland (161 cases). Straight dismissals ranged from 4%
in Presque Isle (3 cases) to 38% in Millinocket (12 cases).
Conviction rates ranged from 41% in Biddeford (134 cases)
to 81% in Waterv111e (96 cases).

SENTENCING. Fines were imposed by the courts in 96%
of the convictions, additional license suspension periods
in 7% and jail sentences were imposed in 16% of the OAS
convictions.

District Court fines ranged from an average of $81
in Van Buren to $298 in Skowhegan -- the statewide average
for District Courts was $214 and the range was from $25
to $1000.

Additional license suspension perlods (imposed in 7%
of the convictions) ranged from 45 days in Fort Kent to 548
days in Calais. The statewide average for District Courts.
was 301 days and the statewide range was 7 days to 3 years.

The average jail sentence imposed by the courts was 11
days and ranged from 1 day to 184 days. District Court
averages ranged from 3 days (Springvale) to 23 days
(Skowhegan) . (Disposition and sentencing data are presented
by District Court in Table C-2, Appendix C.)
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SECTION D- '
SUPERIOR COURT STATISTICS

COMPLAINTS AND DISPOSITIONS. Maine's 16 Superior Courts
adjudicated 275 OAS cases during the twelve-month reporting
period -- 55% of which (150 cases) resulted in convictions, 9%
were dismissed for a plea to a lesser charge (25 cases) and 20%
or 56 cases were dismissed.

Two Superior Courts had a 100% conviction rate (Waldo
and Washington) while Cumberland's conviction rate was 30%.
Piscataquis had a dismissal rate of 100% (2 cases) while
the lowest dismissal rate was in Androscoggin, 5% or 1 case.
- Of the 4 OAS cases dismissed for a plea to a lesser charge, 15
were in Cumberland, eight in York and 1 each in Lincoln and
Oxford. traight dismissal rates ranged from 6% (Lincoln) *o 30%
{Cumberland). :

SENTENCING. The Superior Courts imposed fines in 79%

of the convictions (119 cases), additional license suspension
-periods in 8% (12 cases) and jail sentences were imposed

in 47% of the convictions. The average fine was $296

(range: $50 to $600), license suspension period was 334 days
(range: 90 to 548 days) and the average jail sentence was 33
days (range: 2 to 335 days). (Table C-3, Appendix C, shows OAS
disposition and sentencing information by Superior Court.)

In summary, of the total 5,769 OAS cases identified as
having occurred during the reporting period, 82% of them
(4,718) had been adjudicated at the time of data collection
in the courts (November-December 1982). Statewide disposition
of the 4,718 OAS cases was as follows: conviction rate, 60%;
dismissal rate, 18%; dismissal-plea to lesser charge rate, 8%;
not guilty rate, 2%; and other disposition rate, 12%. Courts
imposed fines in 95% of the convictions (average fine, $218;
range $25 to $1000); additional license suspension periods were
imposed in 7% of the convictions (average, 303 days; range, 7
days to 3 years); and jail sentences in 19% (average, 14 days;
range, 1 day to 335 days).



PART V

OPERATING AS AN HABITUAL OFFEMDER (HO)

SECTION A-
STATEWIDE STATIST

ICS

COMPLAINTS-~-INDICTMENTS AND DISPOSITION. A total of 409

cases of operating.as an HO were identified in Maine's courts

for the reporting period -- 63% were identified in Superior
Courts and 27% in District Courts. At data collection, 45%
(186 HO's) were found to be in a pending status.

Of the 223 HO cases adjudicated, the disposition was:

43%
2%
3%

29%

23%

Guilty

Not Guilty

Dismissed-Plea to Lesser Charge
Dismissed

Other

The disposition of OUI cases by county is - depicted in the

table below.

TABLE 8

HABITUAL OFFENDER: DISPOSITION BY COUNTY
(September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982}

COUNTY COURT FINDINGS

{Superier and Teead Other Flug Lo Nt

Oletriet Cowrtal ::h‘dﬂ;ﬂ J Nae. % 3:" _; NQ.M % Nfuiﬂv‘ N:ulﬂv“

Androwwygin 3 1 21z n 18 0
rs— 12 2 wle M 7 s

Cumbariand 57 18 Nl 13 1 210 [

Fronkiin

Hanesak 1] 3 B [] 67

Kennebos ] " 1B3le 01 12§ 12} 12

Knax [] 1 17 s L~

Lincoin

Oxford 3 1 N2 o

Pensbuet 2 17 N ? 2

Pinsstoquia 1 1 100

Sopadahes 2 2 100

Someret (5] 8 1] s k]

Weide [ 1 " [] -]

w-n-."-. [] 1 12 2 n] s 62
| _York 2 1o 312 387 22 2 9

TOTAL m 52 s nja 3fa 2] 9 Q
IN.IOTE: Percentages are based on totai number of cases adjudi d - pending cases

were

luded from

lculations.
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SENTENCING. The courts imposed fines in 30% of the HO
convictions -- rahging from $100 to $1000 with the average
being $529. Jail sentences and additional license suspension
periods were imposed in 93% and 1% of the HO convictions,
respectively. The average jail sentence was 70 days and
sentences ranged from 2 to 365 days. One HO conviction
resulted in an additional license suspension period being
imposed (183 days). (Complalnts, disposition and sentencing
data are presented by county in Table D-1, Appendlx D.)

SECTION B-
DISTRICT COURT STATISTICS

COMPLAINTS AND DISPOSITION. As previously noted, 37%
of all HO cases (152) were identified in Maine's District
Courts =-- 70% of which had been adjudicated (106 cases) at
the time the data were collected.

Of the total number of cases adjudicated, the conviction
rate was 13% (14 cases), the dismissal rate was 51% (54 cases)
and the dismissal rate for a plea to a lesser charge was 6% (6
cases) -- an additional 1% (2 cases) resulted in a verdict
of not guilty and 28% (30 cases) had "other" disposition.

SENTENCING. An average fine of $415 was imposed by

the District Courts in 71% of the convictions (10 cases) and
ranged from a fine of $100 to $1000. 2An additional license
suspension period of 183 days was imposed in one conviction
and jail sentences were imposed in 8 of the 14 convictions
(57%) ranging from 10 to 75 days. The average jail sentence
was 42 days. (Table D-2, Appendix D, presents HO complaints,
disposition and sentencing information by District Court.)

SECTION D-
SUPERIOR COURT .STATISTICS

COMPLAINTS-INDICTMENTS AND DISPOSITION. Of the 257 HO
cases identified in the Superior Courts, 117 cases had been
adjudicated at the time of data collection (November-
December 1982).

The disposition of the 117 cases was as follows: finding
of guilty, 69% (8l cases); dismissed for a plea to lesser
charge, 2% (2 cases); straight dismissals, 9% (10 cases) not
guiity, 2% (2 cases); and "other" disposition, 20% (24 cases).



SENTENCING. Of the 81 cases resulting in conviction,
fines were imposed by the courts in 22 convictions (22%)
ranging from $200 to $1000 with the average being $592.
Jail sentencing occurred in 80 convictions (almost 99%).
The average jail sentence was found to be 73 days --
ranging from 2 to 365 days. Based on the records reviewed
in the courts (primarily the dockets), it appears that
additional license suspension periods were not handed down
in any of the 81 HO convictions. (HO statistics, by
Superior Court, are presented in Table D-3 in Appendix D.)

31.






PART VI
APPENDICES

32.






APPENDIX A
DATA COLLECTION FORM
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Data Collection Form

(2,42)_ __ _
OATA COLLECTOR: OATE: .
OISTRICT COURT: SUPERIOR COURT: (7,47)
. Deakat Ne Oats of Offensa: Oesket Neo.: Oate of Offanse: —
OFSENSE: oul - EBA OSPENSE: | oult-€Ba: | ___
o Criminal : £  Criminai
g  ciil o  cwil (10,50
a Not Indicated ' &  Notindieates |
- (16,56)
o Dosrating After Suspension (O AS) 0 0As
o Habituai Offender (HO} = HO
FouUNoO: O  Guilty FoUND: O Guilty (22,62)
[=} Not Guiity 8  Not Guilty
O . Oulsmissed 7  Oismissea
far ] Oismissed —~ Plea to Other Charge or Indlctmant D Ditmisied ~ Plag to
. (Specit Othas Charge {Speci 5 6
o P:\dm: thas Charge pcem’r (25,65)
= Othsr (Soecity ) o Pending
|=] Other {Soecity
SENTENCE: $ Fine - Jait {Days Unsusoended)
Oavs (U ded) Licenss S —
SENTENCE: s Fine (28,68
{3 Cate Transferred/Bound Over to Superior Court Jai} (Days
Unsutpended) -
{3 Casa Acpenied to Subsrior Court Oays (Unsutoended} (33,73)
Licanse Suspended }
Oate Sent to Suserior Court (37 '77T -
- (1,41) -
(2,42) _ _
DISTRICT COUAT: SUPERIOR COUAT: (7,47)

Oeaket No.: Oare of Offense: Decket Ne.: Oate of Offense:
OFFIENSE: QUt - E8A CQPFFENSEY QUl =« EBA: 0
=} Criminel 0  crimina (10,50}
o Civil [= Clvil
o Not indicated = Not Indicated e =
(16,56)
o Opaerating Aftar Susoensian (OAS) 0 OAS
o Habitual Offender (HO} [= MO o= ——
(22,62)
PQUND: o Guilty FOUND: 0  Guilty
(=} Not Guilty 0  NotGuilty :
(= Dismisted 7  Oiimissea —
[} Oismissed — Ples to Other Charge or indictment [} Dismissed ~ Ples to (25,65)
{Specify } Othar Charge {Soscify
= Pending )
o Other (Specify, ) 8  Pending
o Other (Soecify R
SENTENCE: ] Fine Jait {(Days Unsusoended) (28,68)
Davs {V ) License S
SENTENCE: s Eine (33,73 ~-
L Case Transferred/Bound Over to Superior Court - Jail (Davs
Unsuipended) -
{J Casa Aopeaied to Superior Court e Oavy3 {(Unsusoended) (37,70
' Licents Susoended
Oate Sant to Suoerior Court
. a4y _
2,42 __ _
DISTAICT COURT: SUPERIOR COURT: (7,47}
Oechet No.: Date of Otfense: Dockst No.; Oate of Offents:
QFPENSE: ouf — EBA OFPENSE: OVl = EBA:
o Criminat 0 Crimina -ualgo)- -
fan ] Civil g Clvil
tndicated Naot ingicated | —es e = -
g e 118,56]
g Ooperxting Atter Surownsion {OAS) = OAS
0 Habitual Offenaer (MO} fas ] HO
A0UNO: o Guilty FOUNO: & Guiny (22,62)
) Not Guilty L  NotGuilty :
f=} Dismitned L  Oismitsea — -
Yo Dismissed — Ples to Other Charge or Indictment Yo Dismissed - Ples t0 (25,65)
(Saecily ! Other Charge (Soscity
. o Penaing ‘ ]
== Other {Specily ) 8 Pending
L7  Other  (Soecity o -
TENTENCE: s Eine Jail {Days Unsusnended) (28,68)
Oays U ed) Licente Su
SENTENCE: S Fine (33 '7'3T -
LJ Case Transterrea/Baund Over to Supetior Court Jait IQavs ’
Unsusoanded) —_——
[ Case Aopested 1o Superior Court Days (Unwusoendea) | (37,77)
Licants Susdended
Oate Seat 10 Syoeriar Court
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TABLE B-1

CIVIL OUI: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY COUNTY
September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES

COUNTY Dismissed FINE LICENSE‘VS.I:ISPENSION .IAILAiE.N’IFENCE
{Superior and cémphinu* Pending Dismissed Plgh:-;?“ Gﬁ?l:y Guilty No. Ave. Range No. Lic. IS-:lcsp Range No. éaairllt. Range

District Courts) § No. % No. % | No. % §No.- % | No. % No. % Fined Fine | Low - Hiﬂb_ Susp. LI?_G_L) Low - High] Jailed ](Days)}Low - m
Androscoggin 430 95 | 110 26 32 8§ 15 4 4 1 243 56 242 251] 200 - 500 242 45 30-90 1 2 2-2

_Aroostook ‘_‘_4_9]__‘1[!)‘_ ”"1.7 L 3”_ ~ 34 7 1 1 B __~8_ 2~ _4?1“_~87 434 254} 250 - 450 426 45 45 - 120 1 10 10-10-

Cumbertand ] 1250 94 | 102 8 | 54 4116 9| 22 2|83 n 893 | 2ss] 250-400 884 45 | 30-183 | s 5| 2.1
Franklin 137 93 19 . 14 14 10 2 2 1 1 91 66 91 309] 250 -480 88 54 45 - 180 1 :il__ _.3‘-3___“
Hancock - 140 100 9 . 7 5 4 2 1 124 88 124 2551 250 - 500 123 45 45 - 90
Kennebec 509 100 16 3 10 2 9 - 2 472 93 472 256] 250 -500 455 45 30-180 2 __2- _»‘2‘_‘- 2_
Knox 188 08 9 5 n ] [¢] 3 2 1 156 83 156 285] 250 - 500 166 46 45-180
Lincoln 165 99 3 2 12 8 3 2 135 87 135 294] 250 -400 135 45 30-45
Oxford 145 95 37 26 7 5 2 1 2 1 90 62 90 266] 250 - 400 89 45 45-60 ¢ |
Penabscot 578 100 12 2 26 4 1 1 13 2 524 .91 522 251] 150-500 513 45 30-90 4 27 2-80
Piscataquis 94 99 1 1 9 10 4 4 79 84 79 251} 250-300 76 45 45 - 45
Sagadahoc 165 98 8 5 12 _ 7 ? o 5 133 81 133 262} 250-350 132 46 45-90

_Sornerset 262 100 28 1 7 3 N 7 3 208 83 207 308§ 250 -500 204 51 45-180
Waldo 1m 98 2. 2 8 7 3 3 96 86 a5 252] 200 - 400 94 45 45-45
Washington 137 97 3 2 5 4 1 1 3 2 121 88 121 249 50 - 300 119 47 45 - 180
York 889 95 93 10 95 1" 4 5 15 2 5;98 67 598 251 75 - 500 591 46 30-180
TOTAL 5677 96 | 469 8 J3:1 6 |85 3| 107 2 |4396 77 4392 | 260} 50-500 § 4327 46 | 30-183 1 14 | N 2-60

* No. of Complaints represent's total number of cases identified in the courts; the percent, however, represents the total numbe|
plea to a lesser charge, not guilty and guilty). If the percent is less than 100%, such as 96%, the difference represents
to greater charge, plea of guilty to other charge [other charge not specified] etc.)

o r of cases as shown In the remaining five columns {pending, dismissals, dismissals for a
OTHER" findings of the court {e.g., cases filed, defendant deceased or imprisoned, plea of guilty -

w
=)
e



‘

TABLE B-2

CRIMINAL OUl: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY COUNTY
September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES
COUNTY Dismissod FINE LICENS:v:USPENSION .ws‘_\ ‘:mecg
’ Plea Lesser Not ] Lic. Jail |
{Superior and §| Complaints Pending Dismissed Charge Guilty Gullty No. Ave, Range No. Lic. { Susp. Range No. [Sent. Range
District Courts) § No. % No. % | No. % |No. % | No. % No. % Fined Fine | Low - High | Susp. [(Days) | Low - High JJailed [(Days}|Low - High

Androscoggin || 305 97 124 491 119 8 9 314 1 | 140 46 139 347 | 100 - 500 137 92 30-365 13313 2-60
Aroostook 349 99 | 52 14 118 . 6 12 11275 79 269 355 § 50-600 247 91 90-180 270 1 7 2-304
Cumberfand 903 95 [236 26 |38 4 | 66 7165 1 I5M 57 509 356 | 250 -500 493 93] 30-365 486 | 3 2-183
Franklin 63 100 } 29 48 9 14 25 40 22 421 . 350 - 680 20 115 ] 45-183 2516 2-40
Hancock 80 100 } 22 27 3 4 ' ~5;_ -759 o —53_ 357 | 350 - 500 52 98] 90- 365~ 1 55 | 7 2-182

‘ Kennebec 426 100 | 75 17 |10 2 1 1 ‘ '7._ o 2 .332 o 78 - 329 »4'1'2 0250-1 000 306 95 45 -365 324 | 4 2-90
Knox 152 100 | 34 22 12 8 8 414 31 95_ 63 93 .440 300-1 000 _94_ 108 45-180 . 94 5 2-60

| Lincoln _99 99 |18 18 _|.86 86J]_3_ .. ..31. . no 12 n 403 | 250-650 66 13)] 45-365 68 | 6 2-90
Oxford 136 87 |62 46 |2 21 2 2|1v 1 63 469§ 62 377 | 360-900 58 _ 91 45-183 6118 2- 60
Penobscot 481 99 | 34 7 164 “in 219 2 3{3 74 340 364| 50-750 320 20 30-365 3271 3 2-184
Piscataquis 69 97 8 12 3 4 2 312 3 62 75 51 365 § 350 - 600 50 89 45 - 90 521 4 2-90
Sagadahoc -78 98 | 17 22 3 4 2 3|1 1 63 68 62 374 ]| 350-500 48 95 45 - 182 52 _4 2-45
Somersat 214 99 | 38 18 10 5 2 14§12 1] 189 74 154 459 | 300-1000 140 113} 30-365 153 | 8 1-80

' Waldo 82 100 | 10 12 _ "1& 1 - 5 o 8 | 86 81 65 355 ] 350 -600 65 95 90 - 365 661 3 2-60
Washington 108 100 | 27 25 4 4 3 31]3 3 70 65 69 350 ] 350-350 69 107 90 - 365 701 5 2- .185.
York 542 97 1_1;"— B '2‘2”' 27 5 —4; 9 - _8 —————2— 320~—59 .‘«.526 ' 352> 150 -700 304 B 89 - ;(;T;B_!; R 296 3“— 2 - 60
TOTAL 4067 98 [905 22 j227 6 158 4 148 1 ]2630 65 2598 375 | 50- 1000 2469 o6] 30-3865 %321 5 1-304

* No. of Complaints represents total number of cases identified in the courts; the percent, however, represents the total number of cases as shown In the rermaining five columns (pending, dismissals, dismissals for a
plea to a lesser charge, not guilty and guilty). f the percent is less than 100%, such as 96%, the difference represents "OTHER" findings of the court (e.g., cases filed, defendant deceased or imprisoned, plea of guilty
to greater charge, plea of guilty to other charge [other charge not specified] etc.)

w
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TABLE B-3

CIVIL - CRIMINAL OUIl,NOT INDICATED: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY COUNTY
September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982

COURT FINDINGS . PENALTIES
FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE

COPNTY el | T a

(Superior and | Complaints * Pending Dismissed Charge Guilty Guiity No. Ave. Range No. Lic. | Susp. Range No. Sent, Range
District Courts) | No. % No. % | No. % | No. % | No. % No. % Fined Fine { Low - Hi'gh_ _Sﬁp— (Days) | Low - Hig Jailed (Daxil_ Low-High

Androscoggin | 37 87 ] 13 35 ]10 27 1 3 8 22 8 306 ] 200 -500 1 30 | 30-30

Aroostook 43 85 1 2 13 72 1 2 4 9 ' 4. N 300 250—-_3;36“‘ -——_1" | 90 ‘ 90--56 2 3 2-4

Cumbertand 7n 79 12 17 |14 201 16 22 1_4 20 12 327 ' 250 -500 9 1 86 ﬂfsot-a_s; ; i 16 2-30

Franklin 18 95 1 6 |14 78 | 2 B 1" - 2 425 350 - 500 I 2 - ‘18(.) ) ‘186- iao 2 26 7 -—4—;—'
i Hancock 35 21 J4 40_ ) 14 40 4 1 4 41é 250 -720 2 ‘ "‘éa'" —WW;S—:_QE - 2 | 10 3-17

Kannebec 123 96 ] 25 20 |65 45 12 9] 27 22 25 285] 75-500 7 . — 58‘ o 45-90 I 6 16 2-45

Knox .11 100 1 9 9 82 1 9 ‘ S ) 1 |

Lincoln 8 w0} 7 88 1 12 1 350 ‘55“0--350 1 - —“-;i‘ ) 45-45 o

Oxford 14 85 2 14 7 50 1 7 2 14 2 450 350 - 550 i 7—-1_“«- “""‘4(‘)’ _~—4:')~_-40 1 2 : —2 2-2

Penobscot 73 _96 4 5 |48 661 1 1 4 o 6 ;3 18 "11' ) “1—9.5 | 100;750 16 a 1.18 —“_;(;3(-35 -10 - 9 2—30

Piscataquis | 28 87 1 4 22 79 1 4 ‘“1 ‘ 350 ”:‘3570-350 1 . 30 —mS(rSO N 1'7 2 2-2

Sagadahoc 14 93 2 14 5 36 ] %6 ) 43 . 6 | 308 250 - 500 2 115 - _4;3 180 ‘ ‘

Somerst | 2 100] 1 60 | ) 1 soff 1 250| 250-250 J

"Waldo 13 85 2 15 5 39 ~1~ o 8 - _3—-—23 '"“‘;“‘ ‘ 31; A 100 500 1 45 “ .42‘: —45 o

Wnshinqton 45 86 10 22 114 31 1 2§13 29 1 2 1 45 45 -45

York 128 88 32 25 |53 41] 9 71 3 21 16 - 13 16 d 327 V 255 -500 8 . 84 1 4;')- 180 7 7 1-30

TOTAL I 663 90| 121 18 |308 471 29 ’ 4135 5] 103 16 28 339 75 -750 I 45 89 30-365fF 38 13 1-45

* No. of Complaints represants total number of cases identified in the courts; the percent, however, represents the total number of cases as shown in the remaining five columns (pending, dismissals, + ismissals for a
plea to a lesser charge, not guilty and guilty). If the percent is less than 100%, such as 96%., the difference represents “OTHER’ findings of the court (e g., cases filed, defendant deceased or unpnsonezf plea of guilty
10 greater charge, plea of guilty to other charge [other charge not specified] etc.)

‘8¢



TABLE 8-4

CIVIL oU): COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES 8Y DISTRICT COQURT
September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982

COURT FINDINGS l PENALTIES
DISTRICT COURT o | FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE
Dismissed Ave, Ave.
Plea Lesser | Not Lic. Jail
*Complaints Pendin& Dismissed | Charge Guilt Guilty No. | Ave. Ranﬁ No. Lic. | Susp. Range No. | Sent. Range
{County) {Court) No, %1 No. No. % | No. % | No. No. % Fined | Fine ] Low - High ] Susp. [(Days) { Low- High | Jailed |{Days) | Low - High
And in Lewiston 3an 03194 25] 24 7§13 3] 4 1]212 570 211 {252 |200- 500 21 45 30-90 1 v } 2 2-2
néroscossin Ll\::::'mor?Falls 58 b7 15 26 B 14 2 J 31 54 31 12501250 - 250 J1 45 4535
Aroostook Caribou 131 991 1 11 4 3 3 2022 93' 122 1252 {250 -350 119 45 45 - 45
ort Kent 38 97 3 B 34 BO 34 [256 J250-350 1 37 15 35 - 90 i
Houlton J29 100 6119 15]_1 11 3 2]98 76 98 |253 |250-350 98 46 45 - 120 .
Madawaska 48~ 100”3 6] 4 8 12|40 840740 |262_|250-350 } 38 46 |45-90 f 1 |10 _Ji0-10"
Presque Isie 141 9913 21 3 2 1[133 84| 133|264 250-450_ | 132 45 |45 - 45 :
Van Buren 7 100 1 14 ! 6_ 86 254 1250-275 6 45 45 - 45
Cumberland Bridgton 60 98] 9 16 5 8 5 B 1 2] 39 65 39 251 250 - 300_| 39 45 45 - 45
Brunswick 263 100] 38 15] 4 2| 23 A1 186 74§ 186 |257 | 250-400 J 185 A5 (3580 | 1T |72 _|7Z2-2
Portland 933 94| 51 JIEE 5] 89 10120 21668 72 668 254 | 250-400 660 45 30-7183 4 6771 175
Franklin Farmington 137 03119 14} 14 10] 2 211 11901 66' 91 [309 | 250-480 88 54 45-180 R | 3. 3-3
Hancock EﬂLmni?“_M 36 _t100] 36 |263 | 250-500 | 35 45 |45 - 45
swort 103 100} 8 8] 6 5 2_ 2183 85 88 1252 | 250-350 88 46 45 - 90
Kennebec Augusta 329 100f 4 1 5 2 5 2315 95§ 315 |255 } 250-500 301 45 30 - 45 )
Waterville 176 991 8 5] 5 3 4 20157 88% 157 1258 | 250-400 154 46 45- T80 Z 2z 22 )
Knox Rockland 188 98] 9 s5f 1 6] 6 3] 2 1156 83 l 156 {295 | 250-500 156 46 45 - 180
Lincoin Wiscasset 155 99| 3 2112 8 3 2135 87' 135 ]294 | 250-400 135 45 30 - 45
Oxtord Rumford 109 941 35 32} 6 6] 2 1 1 1] 59 54§ 59 255 | 250-400 59 45 45- 45
. South Parls 35 b7 1 3 ] 3 1 3131 _ 88 31 {258 | 250-300 30 5 45 - 60
Penobscot Banqor. 404 1001 5 11 20 5] 1 111 3367 S0Q 365 |]251 150 - 500 _ 359 45 30 - 60 2 53 45 - 60
incoln. 1001 § 2 2149 87 49 1262 2507~ 350 49 46 45 -850 T |1"2 (. 2-2"
illinocket 6 7 2 5 2| 53 _B3g 53|25 250 - 350 5 45 45780 1 Z 22 ’
ewport 68 10naf_1 2 2 3 55_ 95 b5 125 250 - 300 5 45 45 - 45
Piscataquis Dover-Foxcroft] 94 q9) 1 1 9 10 4 4179 84 79 | 251 250 - 300 76 45 45 - 45
Sagadahoc Bath 164 9g} 8 5] 12 7 9 5132 81§ 132 }262 |250-350 131 | 46 45 - 90
Somerset Skowhegan 246 99] 24 10) 7 3 7 3}]206 83' 205 1309 | 250 - 500 202 51 45-180
Waldo Belfast 110 97} 2 2} 8 7 3 3|94 85 94 |252 | 200-400 93 45 45 - 45
Washington Calais 16 971 2 3] 4 50 1 1 67_ 88 67 1247 50-300 65 45 45 - 45 :
Machias 61 971 1 21 1 2 3 6] 54 88 54 1257 [ 950- 300 54 "1 50 45- 180 ""
York Biddeford 401 92] 45 11) 53 13] 14 41 8 21249 620 249 1251 75-350 245 46 30-180
Kittery 299 96] 35 11| 17 5] 15 51 5 21219 73Q 219 1255 | 250-500 218 46 45- 180
Springvale 188 961 12 6] 25 131 12 61 2 11130 708 130:1250 1| 250 - 350 128 45 45 -90
TOTAL . 5654 97} 451 8341 6185 31107 24391 78§ 4387 | 260 50 - 500 4322 46 30-183 14 " 2-60

* No. of Complaints represents total number of cases identified in the courls; the percent, however, represents the total number of cases as shown In the remaining five columns (pending, dismissals, dismissals for a

plea to a lesser charge, not guilty and guilty). If the percent is less than 100%, such as 96%, the ditference represents “OTHER* tindings of the court {e.g., cases filed, defendant deceased or imprisoned, plea of guilty
to greater charge, plea of guilty to other charge {other charge not specitied] etc.) '
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TAE 8.5 o .

CRIMINAL OUI: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT
September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES
FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE
DISTRICT COURT Dismissed Ave, Ave.
- Plea Lesser Not Lic. Jait
' Lomplaints | Pending | Dismissed | Charge Guilty ] Guilty No. jAve. Range No. Lic. | Susp. Range No. | Sent. Range
{County) {Court) No. % | No. % |No. % |No. % {No. % INo. %0Fined [Fine | Low-High § Susp. [{Days) |Low-High § Jailed }(Days) | Low - High
Androscoggin  Lewiston 242 97] 89 371 14 6] 9 4] 3 1]119 49§ 118 343] 100 - 500 119 92 30- 365 113 2 2-90
Livermore Falls 15 o3 2 131 4 27 K] L 359]350-425 8 - 90 90 =90 R: N A A A
Aroostook Caribou 73 100] 6 7] 3 4 1 1] 64 B88f 64 352] 250 - 450 87 91 90-120 60 3 2-10
Fart Kent 13100 1 7 K ) 13 3541 350-400 13 92" 90- 120 13 Z 27
Houlton 51 1000 6 121 4 8 41 808 40 351] 350-400 | _38 90 90 - 95 41 ¥ I~ 2-30
wagka ] 10 78 17 353)] 350-400 17 g0 0= 90 1771772 2-2
éresgue sle 3 J a1 _2 p] | 101 924 10 355 50-600 ] B2 92 - 180 100 7 "2-243
an Buren 100 4 10 350] 350 - 35 K 80 - 90 2 2 -2
Cumberland  Bridgton 36 98] 6 17| 2 6] 2 6 25 6 25 358| 350- 500 25 94 90 - 182 25 3 2-15
runswick_ Y19 Y00 27" 23 8 7 B3I 7 3671 350 - 500 82 85 | 90-182 83 3 | 7-30 ]
Portland 484 Ob] 43 91 29 Bl _b] 107 3 1]337 699 329 356] _250-500 1 32 92 30-365 | 306 3 27745
Franklin Farmington 24 100f 3 12| 5 21 16 679 14 461} 350-680 16 121 45-183 16 6 2-16
Hancock ar Harbor 12 100] 2 171 1 8 9 79 9 350{ 350-350 9 100 90 - 180 9 2 2-5
Ellsworth 49 1001 6  12] 2 4 41 84 40 358] 350- 500 39 98 | 90- 365 LX) 5 2-60
Kennebec Augqusta 198 100} 12 6} 3 2 2 1}181 913 181 416} 250-1000 171 91 45- 182 175 4 2 -45
Watervilie 117 a9 10 8 T 1] 2 2{103 8y 102 412 350- 750 93 95 45-365 TO1 I 2-30
Knox Rockland 93 99| 13 14| 9 101 1 11 4 4} 65 7 65 445} 300-1000 65 110 45- 180 64 4 2 -60
Lincoin Wiscasset 61 99 4 7 1 2 55 9 55 419| 250 - 650 55 114 45 - 365 52 4 2-30
Oxford Rumford 68 92| 22 321 2 3} 2 3 37 548 37 369] 350- 500 36 90 90 - 90 36 5 2-30
South Paris 20 100 20 10 20 373] 350- 500 19 a0 90 - 90 2014 2 - 30
Penobscot Bangor 281 100] 1 4] 48 17 1 1 8 3|213 76§ 213 359 50-750 207 90 45 - 365 203 3 2-184
Lincoin 46 00] 8 18 3 [ 32 7 [358] 350-600 | 28 LY 90 <90 30 3 Z-30
Millinocket 37 0ol 2 5] 3 8 3 31_84l 31 366] 250 - 500 28 88 45750 29 2 2-q
Newport 54 100 3 5 2 4] 5 9] 1 2] 43 8§ 43 363} 350-700 41 B8 | 45 - 90 43 2 2-9
Piscataquis Dover-Foxcroft] 58 9] 3 6] 2 3] 2 3 3] 47 81' 47 355f 350 - 600 47 89 45 - 90 47 2 2-2
Sagadahoc Bath 44 100} 4 9 2 3 1 2| 37 84 36 378] 350- 500 34 97 45-182 36 5 2-45
Somerset Skowhegan 100 98] 14 14} 5 5] 2 2 77 774 713 491| 300 - 750 73 121 45 - 365 73 8 1-90
Waldo Belfast 65 100} 7 11] 1 1] 4 - 6 53 823 52 354) 350- 500 52 90 90 - 90 53 3 2-60
Washington Calais 46 100 1 2 1 2] 44 96fF 44 350} 350 -350 44 108 90 - 365 44 2 2-15
Machias 39 97} 7 18} 4 10 3 8] 2 5| 22 56§ 22 | 350) 350-350 22 107 | 90-365 22 2 2-7
York iddeford 203 94] 45 22| 15 7] 20 10] 4 2]108 531 108 346] 150- 700 105 89 30-183 § 98 2 | 2-10
gﬁv 152 Ol 27 181 4 317 9 2111037678 103 3551 250-700 102 g 357183 97 2 2718
pringvale 100 3 ki 17 7] 10 10 v 1 723 138 73 353] 250-700 | 71 2] 45 -390 66 2 | 72-7
TOTAL 3034 98] 392 13} 180 6] 140 5§ 38 1§2216 73' 2200 { 372] 50-1000 |} 2135 95 30-365 212% 4 1-243

* No. of Complaints represents total number of cases identified in the courts; the percent, however, represents the total number of cases as shown In the remaining five columns (pending, dismissals, dismissals for a
plea 1o a lesser charge, not guilty and guilty). 1f the percent Is less than 1003, such as 96%, the difference represents “OTHER" findings of the court {e.g., cases filed, defendant deceased or imprisoned, plea of guilty
to greater charge, plea of guilty to other charge [other charge not specified] etc.)
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TABLE B-6
{

CIVIL - CRIMINAL OUI, NOT INDICATED: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT
September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES
FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE
DISTRICT COURT Dismissed Ave. Ave.
Plea Lesser Not : Lic. Jail
Complaints Pending | Dismissed | Charge Guilty ] Guilty No. [Ave. Range No. Lic. | Susp. Range No. ]Sent. Range
{County) {Court) No. %1 No. % | No. %| No. % [No. % [No. %[Fined |Fine |[Low-High | Susp. |(Days) {Low- High § Jailed ](Days) | Low - High
And i Lpuision 14100} 4 291 B o7 2 14 | 2 275 |200-350 e
neroseoggin ivermore Falls 2 100 2 100 : N
Aroostook Caribou lg (:S)!CJ lg 1‘(5):; 1 _6 U
Fort Kent 1 - N
Houlton 10 90] 1 10]_72__ 70 11011 350 ] 350-350 1 90 ] 90 - 80 1 4 4.4
Madawaska ) 0 ; }80 .
Presque Isle 2
Van Buren 4 00 125 375 3 283 | 250-350 i) 2 2-2
‘] Cumberland  Bridgton [ 10 5 100 ] N—
Brunswick 27 781 2. 71 6 2218 30 5 19 [ 290 | 250-350 5 60 45 - 80
Portland 24 7513 13 2 816 25 7_29 7 357 | 250-500 4 118 30- 365 2 [] 2-10
Franklin Farmington 18 9411 6] 14 77 2 1 2 425 | 350 - 500 2 180 | 180- 180 2 26 7 -45
H | Bar Harbor 20 85] 7 35] 7 35 3 15 3 473 ]1350-720 2 68 45 - 90 2 10 3-17.
Ellsworth 12 100{ 4 33] 7 58 1 9 1 250 ] 250 - 250
Kennebec Augusta 76 96 |12 16| 36 47 10 13115 20 R 15 290 1 100- 500 3 60 45 - 90 1 2 2-2
Waterville 36 971 8 22116 44 11 31 10 278 75 - 350 3 45 45 - 45 4 13 2-45 7
Knox Rockland 11 1001 1 9] 9 B2 1.8
Lincoln Wiscasset 8 100 7 87 ) ) 1 13 1 350 }350-350 1 45 45 - 45
Oxford Rumford 9 8911 11 6 67 1 1 1 550 | 550 - 550 1 2 2-2
South Paris 3 66 1 331 1% 33 ’
Penobscot Bangor 31 100]2 71124 77 1_3]4 13| 3 |s33 [350-750 | 4 105 _| 60-180 | 4 10 | 2-30_
incoln 12 g2 8 67 3 25 2 300 1 T00-500 1 80 80°-90 i 9 9°.79
Hillinocket ) 8|1 11| 6 67 1 11 k1 {300 |300-300 | _1 30 | 30-30_ I
Newport 18 94 9 5011 61 3 1714 22 4 650 ]350-750 4 159 90 - 365 4 5 -20
Piscataquis Dover-Foxcroft | 28 86) 1 4122 78 1 4 1 350 | 350-350 1 30 30 - 30 1 2 2-2
Sagadahoc Bath 1 9111 9] 4 36 5 46 5 320 ] 250-500 2 113 45 - 180
Somerset Skowhegan 2 100 ] 1 50 1_50 1 250 | 250- 250 .
Waldo Belfast 1 82 8 46 1 9 3 27 3 317 100 - 500 1 45 45 - 45
Washington Calais : 25 %9 36| 7 2811 41 7 28 1
Machias 17 71 7 41 - 4 24§11 6 1 45 45 - 45
York Biddeford 102 sopo__29]38 37117 71 2 201a_14 §14_ 331 |225-500 |_8 B4 | 45-180 | 7 |7 1- 30
Kittery 10 9012 20} 4 40 1 1 101 1 101 10 1 250 _1 250 - 250 . e e
Springvale 14 73 1 79 -
TOTAL 597 89 ©1 15] 301 50 | 26 4130 5pB0 15 § 86 342 75- 750 43 0 30-365 32 1" 1-45

* No. of Compilaints represents total number of cases identified In the courts; the percent, however, represents the total number of cases as
plea to a lesser charge, not guilty and guilty). If the percent is less than 100%, such as 96%, the difference represents “OTHER"
1o greater charge, plea of guilty to other charge [other charge not specified] etc.)

: shown in the remaining five columns (pending, dismissals, dismissals for a
findings of the court le.g., cases filed, defendant deceased or imprisoned, plea of guiity
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TABLE . -7

CIVIL OUl: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY_SUPERIOR COURT
September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES
Superior FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION I JAIL SENTENCE
Court 3::12: Not : :ivc.. ?a\:l.
Complaintst Pending Dismissaed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Ave, Range No. Lic. | Susp. Range No. | Sent. Range
No. % No. % | No. % | No. % | No. % No. % Fined Fine | Low - High] Susp. |(Days}] Low - High} Jailed |(Days)|Low - High
Androscoggin 1 1000 1 Lol I D I e T - I R B
Aroostook 3 100 2 67 1 33 L_ » 250 ) %50 -_2§Q B 1 1 _‘35_ R 45‘ 45
Cumberland 4 1000 4 100 i } s
Ff.nklil‘l R - - - PN ORI
Hancock 1. 1000 1 100 o o ;
Kennebec 4 1000 4 100 N T
Knox
Oxford 1 100, 1*‘*' 100
;._m.b‘c;- R . e SRR [ S - - .
Pacataqus | o
Sagadahoc 1 100 ) 1 100 1 250 1 a5 | 45 - 45
Somerset 6 100 4 67 “ 2 33— ) 2‘“—» 2?:0 - ‘2 45 46 - 45
Waldo 1 wl | T T el 1] 20 1 45 | 45-45
w“mn“.to,n, I S L S — . . ;
York 1 100} 1 100 1 | M 1P v 1 1T
TOTAL 23 1001 18 78 5 21 5 250 250 - 250 5 45 45 - 45

* No. of Complaints represents total number of cases identified in the courts; the percent, however, represents the total number of cases as shown in the rem’alqing five columns (pending,t‘iismi.ssals, dismissals Igr a
plea to a lesser charge, not guilty and guilty). !f the percent is less than 100%, such as 96%, the difference represents “OTHER" findings of the court le.g., cases filed, defendant deceased or imprisoned, plea of guilty

to greater charge, plea of guilty to other charge [other charge not specified] etc.}
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YABLE B-8

CRIMINAL OUIl: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT

September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES
Superior FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE
Court Floa L ossor Not Lie: S
e pmms’c. Nop.mdm s No.cmm N, :ullty% Fined vl M " High NgL:plf’ (?)u:fs') Low High J::l:;i (%axs.) Low “High

Androscaggin 48 100] 33 69 1 2 1 2 13 27 13 | 369 | 350-500 10 | 9} -9 |12 8 2-60
Aroonookp ' _‘";é” 98| 34 44 7 9 35 45 30 | 373 | 350-500 27 96 | 90-180 35 |21 2-304
c..mb..ﬁ..,;. V “264"4-;4 160 61 7 3| s 2 2 1 72 27 72 | 352 | 250-500 62 g0 | 90 -90 72 6 2-183
Franklin 39 100 wﬁé 87 4 10 8 23 8 | 350 | 350-350 ’{4“_ 80 | 90 - 90 9 6 2-40
Hancock 19 100} 14 74—— o 5 26 4 [350 ) 350-350 | 4 | 90| 90-80 5 |38 2-182
Konne;;:—v 111 o 100 | 53 47 7 8 3 3| 48 a4 46 | 402 | 350-500 | 42 | 108 | 90-365 48 9 2-90
K;ox 59 100} 21 34 3 5 5 8 30 53 28 | 429 | 350-1000 29 107 | 9-180 f 30 8 2-48
Lincoln 38 99| 18 -'47 2v _AB 2 " V5 | ] 18 a2 16 1347 | 300-500 __1"1‘___ 107 | 90-182 § .16 |n 2 - 90
Oxford 48 98 ) 40 83 1 2 6 13 6 | 460 | 350-900 3 106 | 45-183 5 |19 - 60
Penobscot — 43 1wo|l 1w 238 w|1 2} | 24 86 23 | 417 | 3850-750 16 | 88 30-183 22 5 2-30
Piscataquis | 11 100 5 L M o | 1. L 5 46 4 | 475 ] 400-500 3 90 | 90-90 5 |20 2-90
Sagadahoc 34 94] 13 38 1 3 2 6 | 16 47 167 | 366 | 350-500 ALY 80 | 80-90 } 16 3 2.20
Somerset 114 99| 24 21 5 4 2 2 82 72 81 1431 | 300-1000 67" ] 106 | 30-365 80 5 2 - 60
Waldo 17 100] 3 —w{a 1 6 o _Ta 57'; 15 362 | 350-500 -1;_3 114 | 90-365 } 13 2 |2-s

>Washing;l:—‘ 23 10| 19 83 4 17 3 §35 | 350-350 3 90 | 90 - 90 4 las | 2-185
York 87 91 _4”(;“*";6“ .1' 1 2 o 2 1 1 ‘ 36 41 36 | 357 | 350-500 26 96 | 60-183 35 6 2-60
TOTAL 1033 97| 513 50 |47 4 |18 2 10 1 414 40 398 | 389 | 250-1000f 334 99 | 30-365 | 407 9 2-304

* No. of Complaints rapresent.s total numbar of cases identified in the courts; the percent, however, represents the total number of cases as shown in the remaining five columns (pending, dismissals, dismissals for a '
plea to a lesser charge, not guilty and guilty). if the percent is less than 100%, such as 96%, the difference represents “OTHER* findings of the court {e.g.. cases filed, defendant deceased or imprisoned plea of guilty
to greater charge, plea of gulilty to other charge [other charge not spec[fiedl etc.) .
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TABLE B-9

CIVIL - CRIMINAL OUI, NOT INDICATED: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT
September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982

: COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES
Superior FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE
Court Ploa Lesser |  Not Cier | s
Complaints® Pending Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Ave. Range No. Lic. | Susp. Range No. ]Sent. Range
No. % No. % | No. %} No. % | No. % No. % Fined Fine | Low - High] Susp. [(Days)] Low - High] Jailed ](Days)] Low - High

Androscoggin 21 774 ) 9 43 1 5 6 29 B 6_ ?17 2?0- 500 | B T e 1 30 30 - 30
Aroostook 1 7 100 1 100‘ ) ' . - R A
Cumbertand | 15 80| 7 . a7| 1. 7| 2 13| 213l 2 Jawflaoaof | | | 2| 2|2-3
Frankiin B S e

Hancock 3 100 3 100 N N | I
Kennebec | 11 10| 5 46| 3 27 2 18] 1 9 ' 1 90 _99_-_9_6__» 1 J 45| a5 -45
Knox R L ~ o

Lincolin . 3

Oxford 2 100 1 50 1 50 1 350 350 - 350 1 40 40 - 40 1 2 2-2
Penobscot 3 29 1 33 1 33 1 33 1 350 350 - 350 1 2 2-2
Piscataquis
Sagadaho: B 3 99 ~—_-‘1«~- ——-:;3‘ _1_—;; - 1 33 1 250 250 --250
Somerset
Waldo 2 0| 2 00| o N
Washington 3 100 1 33 2 67
 vork 2 100 v sl ] 1 s 1 |aso| as0-3m
TOTAL 66 88 30 45 7 N 3 4 5 » 8 13 20 12 317 250 - 500 2 65 40 - 90 6 22 2-45

* No. of Complaints represents total number of cases identified in the courts; the percent, however, represents the total number of cases as shown in the remaining five columns {pending, dismissals, dismissals for a
plea to a lesser charge, not gullty and guilty). If the percent.is less than 100%, such as 96%, the difference represents “"OTHER" findings of the court {e.g., cases filed, defendant deceased or imprisoned plea of guilty
to greater charge, plea of guilty to other charge [other charge not specified] etc.)
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TABLE C-1

OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY COUNTY
September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES
COUNTY FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE
Dismissed Ave. Ave,
{Superior and Complalnu" Pending Dismissed PIE:::I;’:G ’ Gz::y Guilty No. Ava. Range No. Lic. |S-|I;'p Range No. g:il"lt. Range
District Courts) §§ No. % No. % | No. % | No. % | No. % No. % Fined Fine | Low - High | Susp. |{Days) | Low - High | Jailed |(Days) jLow - High
Andioscoggin 509 20 183 36 | 53 10 28 8 191 . 38 178 221 25 -500 12 365 365 - 365 34 18 2-183
aoostook | 367 83| a0 mla w| o« s iae sl Ties | 210] 25-800 8 | 3s2| as1006] a3 | 19 |2-335
Cumbertond J1503 80 {247 6§ |23 sl e 1]res a7l ess | 204 25.550 | 22 | 22l Tav.msl el 714 a2
Franklin 95 94 40 42 9 .10. 2 2 1 N 1 3') 39 32 - 269 100 - 590 4 251 90 - 365 12 14 4 - 45
Hancock 154 93 28 18 { 33 21 2 1] 3 V 21 79 - 51 68 270 100 - 400 2 » 18—8~~10t365 15 14 14 - 45
Kennebec 481- 96 108 22 ) 58 12 : 10 21 287 60 264 237§ 25-1000 16 294 60 - 365 60 15 1-60
Knox ‘ 151 . 100‘. 26 | 20§ 21 '18> 1 1 83 V 63 » 82 266 . 56-500 7 . 391 A 365-548 15 ” 9 2-30
Lincoln 82 85 5 6 ] 22 . 2~7 4 S 57 1 “ 1 46 56 44 277] 100-750 6 260 7-365 14 — 33” “ 5- i82 »
Oxford 143 956 37 26 | 22 15 8 8 GB‘ 48 65 231 50 - 350 | 60 60 - 60 A 14 18 17-70
| penotscor | 69 96 | a6 s|as | 2 1128 afaz s8] a0 | 220| 25-s00 | e | sa2| 1a-zes| e | 11 |2-18s
Piscataquis s 8| o 1a|13 20 1 2 34 52 32 | 231] 100-3s0 a | 3ses| 3es-35] 7| 6 |2-7
Sngaduhocw__ ;;7 V—_“;QB 23 131 37 21 3 2] 6 31 104 59 104 236 60 - 500 6 202 30; 365 10 6 2-10
Somerset o 93| 25 1.8l22 1a 2 1l 9o &2 76| 32| so-ss0 |7 | s2s| “o0-36s] 47| 28 | 2-2%0
_Waido 118 28 24 20 | 28 24 1 ' 1 1 1 61 52 66 267 50 - 350 6 438 365 -730 12 12 4 - 30
Washington 147 94 15 10 | 30 20 2 11 9 6 83 57 81 158 25 -350 9 1;26 “-:IEO ;.-730 16 10 7 -45
I e T T 8| 10 1431 o] a6 | 178] 25500 | 19 | 41| as-ses] as| & |2-30
|
I TOTAL 5769 89 1051 18 1871 15 360 6] 80 1) 2846 49 2701 218 25-1000 186 303 7-1096 539 14 1-335

* No. of Complaints represents total number of cases identified in the courts; the percent. however, represents thd total number of cases as shown In the remaining five columns {pending, dismissals, dismissals for a
plea to a lesser charge, not guilty and guilty). If the percent Is less than 100%. such as 96%, the difference represents “OTHER" findings of the court {e.g., cases filed, defendant deceased or Imprisoned, plea of guilty
to greater charge, plea of guilty to other charge [other charge not specified] etc.)

oo
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TABLE C-2

OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY_ DISTRICT COURT.

s September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982
COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES
FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE
Dismissed Ave. Ave.
DISTRICT COURT Plea Lesser Not . Lic. Jail
Complalnts* Pending | Dismissed | Charge Guilty | Guilty No. | Ave. Range No. Lie. { Susp. Range No. | Sent. Range
(County) {Court) No. % |No. % [No.  %INo. % INo % JNo_ % JFined | Fine |Low-High § Susp__ |{Days) ] Low- High | Jailed |{Days) | Low - High |
Androscoggin iston 441 911163 37147 11} 28 6 165 37§ 158 '] 226 25 - 500 12 365 ]| 365-365 27 9 2-30
ivermore Falls 27 78 5 19 16 59§ 18 72 ] 100 - 350
Aroostook Caribou 85 89] 4 J I 9 1] 63 741 59 81 25 - 500 6 487 | 365- 1098 10 8 |_7-10
Fort Kent 597" 24 12] 12 488" 1 3 0- 350 1 45 | 45-45
Houlton 100 7011 10037 12 1..2___2]_1..1]40..400 39 1223 | _25-350 | 1. |._90 | 80-30_ | 5 [} 710
fadawaska 12 ya 1 4 50 - 100
Presque Isle 83 2] 8 91 3 3 1 i 64 6915 245 50 - 350 24 14 2 80
Van Buren g 991 2 22| 2 22 i 11 4 5- 10
Cumberland  Bridaton 90 301 15 71 6 7 5 5] 2 2] 53 69 197 50 - 350 2 365_| 365 - 365 7 7-1 3
umbertam runswick 237 031738 6| 21 9 1732 13 1 5 Ig% 233 25 - 500 8 2 30 - 365 7 10
ortland 1053 BO 126 2 1339 13116 15 JS 454 190 26 - 550 12 0 | 30-365 3 5 - 15
Franklin Farmington 66 9317 26] 7 1N 2 3] 1 2134 51f 29 (282 | 100-590 4 251 90 - 365 12 14 4 - 45
Hancock Bar Harbor 21 6] 3 14} 3 14 2 10 8 38 8_1288 | 200-350 o1
Ellsworth 126 97120 16]29 23 3 2]70 66§ 59 [267 | 100-400 2 365 | 365-365 15 14 4 - 45
Kennebec Augusta 268 96|31 12]42 16 7 3175 653162 _)241 | 25-1000f 9 | 301 | 60-365 29 17 2 - 60 __
Taterville 155 a7137 23113 <) 32196 62) 89 | 218 25750 7 286 90- 365 24 12 160
Knox Rockland 98 99113 13]19 19 1 1 65 6631 64 |275 50 - 500 5 365 | 365- 365 10 9 2-30
Lincoln Wiscasset 62 94 18 29 3 5§ 1 2136 58] 36 |265 | 100-750 b 293 7- 365 6 1" 5-30
Oxford Rumford 79 94121 27111 14 6 i 36_46F 34 ] 263 | 100-350 8 i3 ?7-30
South Paris 47 9] 5 1| 9 19 1 2 30 64§ 30 ]201 | 100-350 1 60 | 60-860 5 20 7 - 70
Penobscot Bangor 370 g6l 6194 26 16 41224 61 216 219 25-500 | 45 _ | 342 | 14-365 | 59 12 2-184
Lincoln 72 96110 1415 21 1 1l 3 4140 561 38 1204 | 100-350 2 365 1 365- 365 5 A2 1 7-30
illinacket 32 9 238 3| 16500 _16_1219 50-350 K 263 60-38_ 1 s 17" Irv
ewport 75 961 9 12113 17 1 1] 4 5|46 61] 45 1236 50 - 350 [ 365 | 365-365 14 10 7 - 30
Piscataquis Dover-Foxcroft 61 87) 7 1"mjn 18 1 2 34 56§ 32 |23 100 - 350 4 365 { 365-365 7 6 2-17
Sagadahoc Bath 149 9| n 7134 23 2] 5 3]94 63] 94 |232 50 - 500 6 203 30 - 365 8 6 2-10
Somerset Skowhegan 115 93]18 16|14 12 1 1]73 64} 56 298 50 - 850 1 365 ] 365-365 30 23 2-183
Waldo Belfast 104 98] 13 13}28 27 1 1 1_ 1158 56 55 |266 50 - 350 4 456 | 365-730 9 9 4 -30
Washington Calaig 75 94] 4 5118 24 1 6 B]42 56 41 |155 50 - 350 2 548 | 365 - 730 5 8 7 - 10
Machias 68 1T 8 12112 18 3 413059 157 25 - 350 7 391 [ 180-730 10 11 7-435
York iddeford 437 82110 25174 17 ] 35 81 4 11134 31F127 1194 25-400 §f 2 68 | 45-90 14 | 7 1 2-15
glfu?yv 355 86148 14147 131 21 615 1|84 52¢182 |164 | 25-500 J Y0_ | 136" | 45-365_] 15 5 220
pringvale 230 831256 11|36 16 ] 25 11 1 11101 44§ 99 J165 25 - 375 5 90 90 - 90 10 3 2 -7
TOTAL 5242 891799 15815 16 }335 6] 77 1]2696 51§ 2582 | 214 25-1000] 174 301 7-1096 } 418 11 1-184

* No. of Complaints represants total number of cases Identified in the courts; the percent, however, represents the total number of cases as shown In the remaining five columns {pending, dismissals, dismissals for a
plea to a lesser charge, not guilty and guilty). If the percent is less than 100%, such as 96%, the difference represents “OTHER* findings of the court (e.g., cases filed, defendant deceased or imprisoned, plea of guilty
to greater charge, plea of guilty to other charge [other charge not specified] etc.)

A



TABLE ¢ -3

OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT
September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982

COURT FINDINGS i : PENALTIES
. FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE
Superior
Dismissaed Ave. Ave.
Court - Plea Lesser Not Lic. Jail

Complaints Pending Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty " No. Ava. Range No. Lic. | Susp. Range No. ]Sent.]. Range

No. % No. % [ No. % | No. % | No. % No. % Fined Fine | Low - High§ Susp. [(Days) | Low - High] Jailed |(Days}{ Low - High
Androscoggin a1 99 20 49 1 2 10 24 4 219 100- 350 7 52 10-183
Aroostook 43 96 14 33 9 21 18 42 15 303 100 - 500 4 92 2.335
Cumberland 118 89 68 68 5 4] 15 13 1 1 15 13 11 282 100-400 §- 6 18 5 -32
Franklin 29 96 23 791 2 7 3 10 3 150 100 - 250
Hancock 7 99 6 7 1 14 1 14 1 350 350 - 350
Kennebec 58 29 38 66 3 5 ‘ 16 28 13 323 | 100-400 7 17 7 - 60
Knox 33 100 13 399 2 6 18 55 18 238 100 - 500 2 457 365 - 548 5 7 5-7
Lincoln 20 100 5 251 4 20 1 5 10 50 8 331 200 - 350 1 90 90 - 90 8 50 5 - 182
Oxford 17 95 1 65 2 12 1 6 2 12 1 50 650 - 50 1 45 45 - 45
Penobscot 20 100 6 3 9 45 5 25 5 290 50 - 350 3 8 7 -10
Piscataquis 4 100 2 500 2 50
Sagadashoc 28 93 12 43 3 1" 1 3 10 36 10 270 100 - 350 2 8 2-10
Somersst 44 95 7 16 8 18 1 2 26 59 20 380 300 - 600 6 319 90 - 366 17 37 7 -250
Waldo 14 99 1 79 3 21 1 350 350 - 350 1 365 365 - 365 3 22 7 - 30
Washington 4 100 3 75 ‘ 1 25 1 350 350 - 350 1 7 7 -7
York 47 83 14 30 5 1 8 17 12 25 8 284 50 - 500 2 365 365 - 365 6 15 5 - 30
TOTAL 627 93 | 252 48 56 111 25 5 3 1 150 28 119 296 50 - 600 12 334 90 - 548 70 33 2 - 33

* No. of Complaints represents total number of cases identified In the courts; the percent, however,
plea to a lessar charge, not guilty and guilty). If the percent [s less than 100%, such as 96%, the differ
to greater charge, plea of guilty to other charge [other charge not specified] etc.)

Tepresents the total number ot cases as shown In the remaining five columns ( pending, dismissals, dismissals for a
encs represents “OTHER" findings of the court (e.g., cases filed, defendant deceased or imprisoned, plea of guiity
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TABLE D-1

HABITUAL OFFENDER: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY COUNTY
September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982

]
COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES
FINE . LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE
COUNTY Dismissed Ave. Ave,
Plea Lesser Not Lic. Jail
{Superior and Complaints * Pending Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Ave. Range No. Lic. | Susp. Range No. Sent. Range
District Courts) | No. % No. % No. % | No. % | No. % No. % Fined Fine | Low - High Susp. {(Days) | Low - High} Jailed |](Days)|Low - High
Androscoggin | 57 80 19 33 12 21 : 15 26 5 280 | 250 - 300 15 24 4-60
Aroostook 21 90 8 38 4 19 7 33 3 700 § 100-1000 6 65 30-120
Cumberland [ 138 88 | 81 59 7 6 1 1131 23
Frankiin _ I
Hancock 26 100 17 65 3 12 68 23 2 750 [ 600-1000 6 94 10-365
_Kennebec N 20 96| 12 60 |} 4 2031 &)1 6P 1 5 1. ]360 | 350-350 1 45 | 45-45
Knox 12 92 6 50 ) 5 42 3 617 | 200-1000 4 a 2-60
Lincoln 1 100 1 100 i S
Oxford 4 75 1 25 2 50 _ -
Penabscot 29 100 5 17 17 59 7 24 1 350 | 350 -350 i 7 130 2-304 r
Piscataquis 2 100 1 50 1 50
_Sagadahoc 2 100 . 1.2 100 1 1000 ] 1000-1000 § e 1 2 2.2
__Somerset 20 60 7 35 5 25 3 483 35}): 750 R 1 183 183-183 5 56 10-90
Waldo 10 100 1 10 1 10 o ...E--.~ . 80 3 833 | 500-1000 8 29 10-60
Washington 20 100 12 60 1 5 2 10] 5 25 2 475 § 200-750 5 108 2-365
York a7 79 15 32 12 26 7 15 ‘ 3 6 3 417 § 150 -600 I
TOTAL 409 87 | 186 45 64 16 8 214 1§95 23 28 5291 1001 600 l 1 183 183-183 58 70 2 -365 |

* No. of Complaints represents total number of cases identified in the courts; the percent, however, represents the total number of cases as shown in the remaining five columns (pending, dismissals, dismissals for a
plea 1o a lesser charge, not guilty and guilty). If the percent is less than 100%, such as 96%, the difference represents “OTHER" findings of the court {e.g., cases filed, defendant deceased or imprisoned, plea of guilty
to greater charge, plea of guilty to other charge [other charge not specified) etc.)

]



TABLE D-2

HABITUAL OFFENDER: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT
September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES
FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE
. Dismissed ' : Ave. Ave.
DISTRICT COURT Plea Lesser Not Lic. ) Jaii
'Complaints Pending | Dismissed | Charge Guilty | Gullty No. [JAve. Range No. Lic. | Susp. Range No. | Sent. Range
{County) {Court) No. %] No. % | No. % | No. % |No. %] No. % JFined {|Fine JLow-High ] Susp. {Days) | Low - High } Jailed {{Days) | Low - High
Androscoggin ewiston 20 80 ) 8 40] 8 40
Livermore Falls 4 100 |1 251 2 60 1 250 1 250 | 250 - 250 1 10 10 - 10
Aroostook Caribou 1 100 1 100} 1 100 |} 100- 100 -
Fort Kent 1100 1100 1 10 -
Houlton 2 50 1 50 1 60 60 - 60
Madawaska
Presque Isle 2 - 50 1 50
Van Buren 1100 1 100
Cumberland ~ Bridaton 3 1001 2 1
Brunswick 2 10011 50 1 .50 1 100 _1100-100
Portland 28 75 116 571 5 18 :
Franklin Farmington ~
Hancock Bar Harbor
Ellsworth 5 1001 2 404 3 60
Kennebec Augusta 3___100 2 67} 133
Waterville 1 86 | 4 68 1 14 1143 1 350 | 350 - 350 1 45 45 - 45
Knox Rockland 1 100} 1 100
Lincoln Wiscasset
Oxford Rumford 3_100] % 3312 87
South Paris
Penobscot Bangor 18 1001 3 17115 83
incoln 2 1000 1 50 1 50
Miillinogket
Newport 1 100 1 100
Piscataquis Dover-Foxcroft 1 100 1 100
Sagadahoc Bath 1100 1 1008 1 1000 | 1000-1000
Somerset Skowhegan 13 38 ] 2 15 3 23f 2 550 | 350-750 1 183 | 183-183 3 38 10 - 60
Waldo Belfast 1 100 1 100
Washington Calais 2 100 1501 1 80 - A 5 15 -.75
Machias L
York "y iddeford 20 751 4 2019 45) 2 10
Kittery 2___100 1 50 50 .
Springvale 8 75 12] 2 25 3 _38]._3 417_ 1150600
TOTAL 152 80 }46 30}54 36) 6 41 2 1]14 9k 10 415 | 100 - 1000 1 183 | 183.-183 8 42 10 - 75 .

* No. of Complaints represents total number of cases identified in the courts; the percent, however, represents the total number of cases as shown in the remaiﬁlng flve columns (pending,dismissals,dismlssal's fora
pleg to a lesser charge, not guilty and guilty). If the percent is less than 100%, such as 96%, the ditference represents “OTHER* findings of the court (e.g., cases flled, defendant deceased or Imprisoned, plea of guilty
to greater charge, plea of guilty to other charge [other charge not specified] etc.) . * .
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TABLE o -3

HABITUAL OFFENDER: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT
September 18, 1981 — September 17, 1982

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES
. FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE
Superior
. Dismissed Ave. Ave.
Court Plea Lesser Not Lie. Jail

Complaints® Pending Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Ave. Range No. Lic. | Susp. Range No. | Sent. Range

No. % No. %1 No. % | No. % | No. % No. % Fined Fine | Low - High] Susp. |(Days) | Low - High} Jailed |(Days)] Low - High
Andrascoggin 33 79 10 30F 2 6 ) 14_ 43 ) 4 ) 288 250 - 300 n 14 25 4 - 60
Aroostook 14 100] 8 s7] 2 w4l | 4 20§ 2 |1000] 10001000f | | 4 | 75 |30-120
Cumbarland J 105 89 | 62 59] 2 2 ‘ 1 11 30 27 ] , 30 92 ] 10 - 365
Franklin
Hancock 21 100 15 71 6 29 2 750 500 - 1OOQ o e 6 94 10 - 365
Kennabec | 10 100{ 8 ol 2 20 N T
Knox 1" o1 5 45 5 45 3 617 200 - 1000 1 4 | 31| 2-60
Lincoln 1 100 1 100}
Oxford 1 100
Penobscot 8 100 1 .12 7 88 1 350 350 - 350 7 130 2 - 304
Piscataquis 1 100 1 100] e R
Sagadshoc 1 100 1 100 R ) e R T 1 2 2-2
Somerset 7 100 5 M 2 29 1 350 350 - 350 2 83 75 - 80
Waldo g9 100 1 1 8 89 3 833 500 - 1000 8 29 10 - 60
Washington 18 100 12 66 1 6 1 6 4 22 2 475 200- 750 4 117 2 . 365
York 17 83 1 65] 1 6f 2 12
TOTAL 257 92 | 140 54 10 4] 2 1 2 1 81 32 18 592 200 - 1000 80 73 2-365

* No. of Coinplaints represents total number of cases identified In the courts; the percent, however, represents tne total number of cases as shown in the remaining five columns (pending, dismissals, dismissals for a

plea to a lesser charge, not guilty and guilty}. If the percent is less than 100%, such as 96%, the difference represents “OTHER"’ findings of the court (e.g., cases filed, defendant deceased or imprisoned, plea of guilty
to greater charge, plea of guilty to other charge [other charge not specified] etc.)
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