3
i
¥
-

If you have issues viewing or accessing this file, please contact us at NCJRS.gov.

£

R




| %W&?/ZW/M?’/ g/ %@&fc&w

206 g/”é;av (6%(&7{/ J%«J&, Q%Xﬂ:ﬂfﬁly o2/08

20

(3

5 TE v

PATTERNS OF CRIME AND DELINQT;%EN&CQJ:J

IN MASSACHUSETTS: 1979-1978

Joseph P. Foley
Commissioner

Prepared by:

Marjorie Brown Roy
Director of Research

Elaine Greenblatt
Senior Statisticgl Clerk

February 3, 1980

I NCJ

RS

i

£ MAY 191980

ITIONS
‘/




W

 PATTERNS OF CRIME AND DELINQUENCY IN MASSACHUSETTS: 1979-1978

Criminal‘jusfice research has focused.considerable attention on.
the.etiology and trends of crime and delinquencf. This study was
uﬁaertaken to aéseés the ghifts in frequency and type of offenses
in the Commonwealtﬁ of Masgachusetts frém 1578 to 1979; The éeseardhv
model focused particular'attention‘on the'systemic linkage between
age, sex and crime.

The'Office of'the Commissioner of Probation analyzed data basedv
~on coﬁrt appeafancé records received from 70 prcbation departménts
statewidé during‘four sample weeks in 1979 and 1979.‘

In 1978, the court appearance records of 10,708 defendants wére
received and éxamined in the four sample weeks. These included all
defendants appearing before the criminal.and Juvenile courts in
_Massachusetts with new charges during the weeks of Janﬁary 9-13, May
15-19, September 18-22 and December 4-8, 1378.

Iﬁ 1979, the samevmethodology was followed. Sample weeks included
March 12-16, June 25-29, SeptemberlO-14,and Decenber 3-7, 1579, totalling
12,400 court appearance records. |

In both 1978 and 1979, the sample Qeeks Qere spaced throughout
the year to contfol for seasonal variations.

Inasmuch as the criminal jﬁstice systém witnesses a high percentage
of charges against young defendants, the age categories were as follows:

* juvenile defendants (7-16 years of age); |

* young adult defendants (17-25 years of age);

* older adult defendants (R26+ years of age).

Though minor traffic offenses (ie. speeding) were 'included in the
court appearance records submitted to the Office of tha Commissioner of

Probation in 1978, they were not included in the sample. Minor motor
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vehicle offenses were decriminalized in Massachusetts on January 1, 1979.

METHODOLOGY
Court appearance records were counted daily as they were received by

the Office of the Commissioner of Probation (OCP) during four sample weeks

of 1978 and 1979.

“The OCP is unique in that all criminal and delinquency’records statewide

- are centrally filed in Boston; six million records dating back to 192455:6

stored in the Probation Central File. Each day, prébation departmeﬁts
across tﬁe state send in the recoxrds of cases heagd in court on the
previous day, including new charges, the status of continugd céses ;nd
dispositional information. Only those records reflecting newbcharges
were included in the samples. |

" The daily tabulations recorded spécific offenses by age and sex of

the defendant. Offenses in the sample were also collapsed into six

categories to facilitate interpretation of the data:

Crimes against persons: murder, manglanchter, assault with a weapon,
sexual assault, rape, assault and battery, rxobbery, threats, bribery,
conspiracy, kidnapping;

Crimes against property: arson, breaking and entering, larceny,
receiving stolen property, fraud;

Non-assaultive sex: commercial,prostitution, unnatural, illegitimacy,
indecent exposure;

Major motor vehicle: operatint under the influence of liquor, use
of a motor vehicle without authority, possession of master keys, counterfeit
sticker/license;

Public order: setting up a lottery, carrying dangerous weapon, liquor
laws, false fire alarm, disorderly conduct, non-support;

Controlled substance: possession or distribution of various classes
of drugs and drug paraphernalia.
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Each defendant was counted only once, regardless oﬁ'the nunber of charges.
Where charges included several offense‘categories,'the most serious offense

was counted.

- RESEARCH FINDINGS

Offense Categories ’ . . o

L)

Property crimes accoupted for the highest percentage of offenéés
in both 1978 and 1979 sazhplés (30.80% and 28.125 reséectively');». Public
order crimes were second in frequency;'followed by major motor vehicle
offenses, crimes against persons, controlled substance violationé and

non—-assaultive sex crimes.
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When the 1978 data was cémpared to 1979, increases wére evident in
all offense categories. While the sample weeks showed an overall 15.80
_'percent increase in volume, two offense éategories showed an even higher
rate of increase: non-assaultive sex (up 51.49%) and public oxder

crimes (up 34.01%).

Age Distribution

The 1978 and 1979 data both showed the young adult population to
account for the highest frequency of defendants (49.09% and 55.12%
respectively) . This age group also accounted for 30.03 percent increase when

the 1978 and 1979 data were compared.
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The data in Table 2 shows that the juvenile population increased
at a slower rate of 5.75 percent, and the older adult population
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increased only 0.54 percent.

Age Distributiion by Offense

Tables 3A_and 3B indicate the distribution of offense c;tegories

‘ by agé of the defendants. The data shows that young adults rebreéeﬂted

the highest percent ofvdefendants foi‘both 1978 and 1972 across all offenséb

categories. ' | . | }, |
While 55.12 percent of all defendants_were 17—25 vears of age.in

the 1979 sample,‘seéeral offense categories showed an e&en highér

representation in that age group, notably: non—assaultivé sex crimes,

public oxder offenses and controlled substance violations (see Table 3A,

column 4).
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Older adults (26 yvears of age or older) accounted for 30.10 percent
of the 1979‘sample._This age'group showed an overrepresentation in»
crimes ;géinst persons, non-assaultive sex crimes and majof motor
vehicle offenses (Table 3A, column 8).

Juveniles (7—16vyrs.) represented 14.77 percent of the defendants
in the 1979 sample; only property cr%mes (Table BA, column 2) showed

an overrepresentation by juveniles.

Age/Offense Linkage

In the 1979 sample, 69.9 percent of the defendants were 25 years'
of age or younger, compared to 65.3 percent in the 1978 study. When one
examines that distribution based on offense categories, one begins to

see a systemic linkage between the age of defendants and offenues

committed.




In both 1979 and 1978, young people (7-25 years of age) were; i
ove:represented in property cimres, public orxder crimes'énd cohérolled
substance violations (see Tables 3A andlﬁé,‘column 6).

Age lihkage indicates'to what extent the occurance of'certain
offensesvseems to.be‘committed by a specific age group. Given the
prdbability that offeﬁses should be equally distributed in proportion
to the‘distribution of a given age group in the overall sample,wwhgrevgr
a given age'group accouﬁts’for‘a significantly higher or lowér inciden;e
of thét offense, the offense is said t6 be "agéFIinked". In such cases,
other variablesA(e;onomic,‘demographic for example) may be related to
the distribution of the offenses..

The overrepresentaﬁion of young people in the three,offense:categories
is underscored by the rapid drop off in frequency after 25 yvears of age,.
While thé total volume. dropped by 56.93 percent in the 1979 sample
(see Table 3A; column 9), property crimes Aropped 66.65 percent, public
.order crimes dropped 67.13‘percent and controlled éubstance vidlations
droppéd 72.95 percent. Other offense categories declined less rapidly.

Age/Offense Linkage: Property Crimes

The significanqe.of the high reduction factor for property crimes
points to related socioeconomic conditions. Unlike crimes agaigst
persons, property crimes usually invélve somé deliberation, weighing the
cost benefits of theft. For juveniles and young adults, the incidence of
property crimes may be linked to parents’ aﬁility to érovide the
appropriate level of material rezsources, as has been suggested by
criminologist David Greenberg. Given that the "appropriate level may
increase with higher economic class, this phenomenon does not appear to

be a class issue.




Whexe parenté cannot provide resouices coﬁpatiblé witﬁ thaf required
gy the &outh's peer group, propexty crimes may appear to be a viable
alternative. The incentive is ciearly reduced when parents can adeguately
provide for the youﬁg péoéle'é material and entertainment needs, or

where the young people themselves can meet their financial needs.

-The economic basis of property crimes among juvenile§ and young
adults'may be related.to the lack of ecoﬁomic alternativesAfor those ag;
.categories. Child labor 1aw§, combined with the highkraée ﬁf unempioyment
among young peqple,'contribute to the limited economic opportunities for

young people. Shut out of the prevailing economic system, juveniles and

young adults may make a rational choice to steal.

Age/Offense Finkage: Drug Defendants

-in the 1979 sample, ovér three quarters of the drug defehdants (78.8%)
.were 25 vears of age or younger. The frequency'dropped 72:9 percent after
25 years. While the overall frequency of dfug defendants increased 9.04 '
percent frqm 1978 to 1979, that increase was ;argely due to a 16.5 pexrcent
increase in fhé frequency ﬁf marijuana arrests (Class D drugs). The
reductién in drug defendants éfter age25 was evident in every drug ciass
except Class.A (heroin), where the volume of young adults and.older
adults were similar. The reduction may largély be due to the stebilizing
factors of adulthood, reduced peer pressuré to conform, and less flanboyant

social activities which would draw law enforcement attention to drug users.

Age/Offense Linkage: Public Order Crimes

Public orxrder criﬁes increased 34.01 percent from 1978 to 1279. The
increase was significant in the 7-25 age group, up 52.77 percent, while
older adults (26+ years) decreased by 2.4 percent. The sharp rise in
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. tﬁe frequency of.publiC»ofder crimes appears to be ligked to a ié2.46
pexcent increase ip liquor law violations. Inasmﬁch‘as the legal;arihking-
age in Massachusetts was raisgd‘from 18 to 20 yearé in April, 1979, it is
noﬁ surprising that the iﬁcidence of 1iquor>1aw violations increased in

the young adult category.

Age/Offense Linkagé: Crimes Against Pexrsons ;o
According to the data in Table 1, érimes againsf persoﬁsva;counted
fér 15.79 pér&énﬁ 6f}the defendants in the 1979 saméle, compafgdifé ‘-
17.14 percgnt in 1958; However, the absolute fregquency of crimesbégainst
persons - increased by 6;7 pefcent when tﬁe two samples wére ¢oﬁpared.
While the ecoﬁomically—relatéd property offenses involve Some
measure of costrbénefit deliberation, crimes aéainst persons are iesé
a considerea cost-benefit issue. One would therefore exéect lesslage'
linﬁage and a less rapid decline in the older age group;' the data in
"Table 3A bears this out. The feduction factor for cfimes against
persons was onlyk44.85 percent, farhless than the 66.65 percent for
property crimes.
| Thoﬁgh 51.63 percent of the defendants charged with crimes against
persons were 17-25 yearé of age, the older adult population represented‘
a substantial percentagé (35.5%} of defendants charged in this cateéory.
Juveniles accounted for only 12.8 percent of the defendants, indicatiné
 that they are not aé violent as the other age groups.' |

4

Age/Offense Linkage: Major Motor Vehicle Offenses

Major motor vehicle offenses accounted for 17.82 percent of the cases
in the 1979 sample. Crimes in this category included driVing under the

influence of ligquor, use of a motor vehicle without authority, counterfeit
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siicker/license, possession of master keysland othéi major métér‘vehicle
violatipns. | | i |
As the daté in Table‘SA Indicates,:foung adults accounted for the

.highest.pércenﬁage ofrfhe defendants (47.9%), wh}le the older gdults
'.agcounted fof 44.0 percent. Juvenileg rep?eéented.opiy 8.0 percent of
the ﬁajor'motor &ehiclé defendants. The reduction fécéor after 25 yearé )
of age was only 22.2 percent, indicating that ﬁajor moéor véhiclé . ~é;
crimes are not age»linked; that is, thejdata does not refleét éﬁy:“;

Significant drop: in frequency With increased.age.

Age/Offense Linkage: Non-assaultive Sex Crimes

In 1979, fhe.frequency of non-assaultive sex crimes increaséd 51.44
percent over éhe 1978 sample. Non-assaultive sex crimes inéluded
Acommercial, prostitution,‘ﬁnnatural, illegitimacy, indecénf exposure,
etc. Rape and other assaultive sex crimes were included in the “crimes
:against pexrsons" offense category.

Again, young adults accounted for the highest freqﬁency in 1979 and
1978 (58.4%‘and 60.0% respectively). Juvenilés represented only 2.5 pexcent
cof those charged with non-assaultive sex crimes in the 1979‘sample.

The 1979 data in Table 32 (column 9) indicates that non-assaultive
sex cr}mes dropped in frequency only 35.94 percent after age 25; this

compares to the overall reduction factor of 56.93 percent after 25.

Sex Distribution
Males represented 86.18 percent of the defendants in the 1979 sawmple,
vhile females represented 13.82 persent. This sex distribution'showéd no
shift from the 1978 s;mpie, when males accounted for 86.21 peicent of the

cases and females 13.79 percent.




TABLE 4 ABOUT HERE

ot s e ot o e

ﬁhen male and female eaees wexe cenSidered by age of‘the‘
defendants, juvenile females appear‘to be somewhat overrepresented i
tgelr age group for both 1978 and 1979. While 14. 77 percent of the cases
were juvenlles in 1979, 17. 56 percent of the female cases were jHVGHllES-
Similarly, older adult females accounted for 32.26 percent of the femaie }
cases, compared to 30.01 percent of the total cases belng older adults.
" This flndlng 1ndlcates that females. are 1ess‘h1thy concentreted in

the 17—25 year old age group than fema]es, and that age—llnkages may be

less evident for females tnan for males.

Sex Distributien of Offenee Categories
Tebles‘SA and 5B list the sex distribution of the six offense
‘categories for 1979 and 1978. In both thevl979 and 1978 samples, males.
were overrepreseﬁted in crimes against persons, major motor vehicle
‘offenses, public oxrder crimes and centtolled substance violations. fhat
is, their representation in each of those offense categories was greater

than could be expected through probability.
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Tables 5A and 5B also indicate that in both the 1979 and 1278 samples,
females were overrepresented in two offense categories: property crimes
and non-assaultive sex crimes. Given that the eriminal justice system
heavily prosecutes females for deviant sexual activity, it is not surprising
that nearly half the non-assaultive sex defendants are female. Tha
significance of females' overrepresentation in property crimes is discussed

-




. in the next section.

Offenses by Age and Sex
- ‘Offense patterns for male and female defendants varied. Accérding
to 1979 data in Table 63, male juveniles were overrepresented in property .
LY

vcfim@s, while male young adults were overrepresented in public order and

controlled substance violations, and male older adults were overrepresénted
: V4

" in crimes against persons,; non-assaultive sex crimes and major motor
vehicle offenses. That is, for each offense categdry, males representation

was greater than one would expect the probability to be.
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Age/Sex: Property Crimes

It is not surprising that juveniles were overrepresented in propexrty
crimes. The data in Table 7A shows the distribution by specific properfy
‘offenee for male defendants. One sees that in every'property offense
{except fraud), male juveniles were overrepresented. The pattern Shifted
in ehe 17-25 year old ege group,.to a general underrepresentation (except
for breaking and entering in the highttime); in the older adult age group,
property crimeé again changed pattern. Older adulﬁs'(26+) were overrepresented

in arson and fraud, and underrepresented in all other property offenses.

Bt S R S gt 4 ki et i S Bt e o e e st

Given the limited economic opportunities which are availakle to male
(and female) juveniles, it is not surprising that this age grous should

be overrepresented in most property crimes. However, it would avpear that

once the socioceconomic climate makes significant work available, and often
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necessary to support a family, the incidence of most property crimes by
males. appeaxs Fo deéreése. _k .
 “Property crimes éccounted for 46f37 percent ofboffenses by male
- Juvenile deféndaht;, bﬁt droppedAtp 25;2§ percent of the charéés against
o _ young adﬁlf males, and 20.99 percen£ oflolder adult males. Propefty .
‘.crimes represented 27;01 percent of chérges égainst éll maleé, all agés.k.
While the data in Table 3A showed'fhe overall reducticn factor ink’
property crimes fo be 56;65 percent after ége 25, for males’thé.reaucfionb'
»factor‘was 69.94..Thus, forkmale defeﬁdants, property crimes appe§r to be.‘:"
vage-lir.lked.. | | |
A somewhat different patterxrn is épparent for.female deféndantﬁ»and
property crimeé. While 38.21 percent of tﬁe juvenile females Qéfe dharged'ﬁ:
with prope;ty cfimes, thé older age groups dié not éhow a substanfiéi'
reduced incidence of property crimés. For young adult‘females, 32.67 peréent
werxe charged wigh property crimes, coméared ;o 37.07~percent for older

adult females.

Given the well documented inequitable availability of significant jobs
for women workers, one would expect the economic need to persist into
. adulthood. The reduction factor of 48.23 was far less than the rgduction

factor of 69.94 for males.

Age/Sex: Non-assaultive Sex Crimes

Predictably, females in the 1979 study were overrepresented in the
incidence of non-assaultive sex offenses. Females were most frequently
charged with prostitution, while males were chakged with indecent exposure,
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unnatural acts and illegitimacy. 3

Commercial sex offenses by females droppéd 82 percent after age 25. This
confixms‘the posture that prostitution is most common among young addlt

women, and that by the mid to late twenties, many prostitutes drop out

-of "the life".

The high pefcentagé (79 percent) of the femalés who were Charged‘with
non-assaultive sex crimes were 17-25 years of age, and this age link may ’i

, ) . : ' : J |
have én economic base. The financial rewards of prostitution have'bgen<
well documented, énd young women wﬁo lack other economic alterﬁaﬁives
may find prostitution é finahcially attractive occupation.

Male sex offenses, primarily iﬂdecent exposure, "pimpiné" and
illegitimacy are highest in the older age group (26+ years), aécounting

for 56 percent of the non-assaultive sex crimes.

Age/Sex: Major Motor Vehicle Offenses

The 1979 study showed major motor vehicle offenﬁes to be a predominantly

male offense category (accountiig for 90-37'percent‘of the MMV cases). For

bbth males and females, operating under the influence of liquor accounted
for the greatest number of MMV cases; the frequency was also highest in
the 26+ age group.

Use of a motor vehicle without éuthority showed highest frequenéy in
the juvenile age group for females, and about equal distribution between
young adult and older adults males. Perhaps as the availability of
automobiles become legitimately availabie, the impetus for "joyriding"

diminishes.

Age/Sex: Crimes Against Persons

The incidence of arrests for crimes against persons points to different
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patterns for.males and females. Males accounted for 90.30 pereent of the
crimes againet persons, and females 9.70 percent. However,'a higher
percehtage of juvenile‘giris (16.32%) versus juvenile boys (12.44%) weee
" charged with crimes against persons. ‘ |
S Addltlonally, the incidence of crlmes agalnst persons bé males
‘ dropped by 46. 79 percent after age 25, but the reduction factor for |
.females was only 24.07 percent. For females, sexious and violent | 3
crimes against persens are higher 1n the older adﬁlt age group then
elther other age category. Males, on the other hand, showed the hlghest
frequenry in the young adults, with reduced frequency in the older adult
age group. o

The eignificance of age~linkage to econouidy iseues appears agein in
the analysis of the crime of robbery, which because of direct personal
confrontation is considered a crime against persone.

The rebgery frequehcy dropped by 78.26 percent for males after age
25 (69.23% for females), compared to the overall reduction factors of
46.79 perxcent and 24.07 pereent respectively for males and females
charged with property crimes. For both sexes, the higher redﬁction

factor for the crime of robbery supports the age-linkage perspective.

CONCLUSIONS

Though the data in this study reflect a high concentration (69.89%)
of criminal/delinguent activity in the under 26 age groups, it does not
necessarily follow that young people in Massachusetts are therefore more
criminal than older adults.

The degree of sophistication of the crimes may change, as adults have
a greater opportunity for white collar erimes, which go largely undetected
and unprosecuted. The cost of apprehension is also different for "street
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crimes” versus white collar crimes, with differing degrees of law
énforcement concentration. |

Many offense categories were found to be age-linked; that is, patterans
appearéd with certain offenses dharaéﬁeristically overrepresented in the |
_ ygungér age categories. The study proposed that limited economic opportunities
for young adults aﬁd juveniles may bé related to tﬁe high incideﬁce of

" certain éffénses for those age gioups. ’

The study further conciuded that limited economic opporﬁunities for
females may account for the overrep?esentaﬁion in economically-reiated
offenses.

Givén'the age-linkage ﬁo economic crimes, economic downtﬁrns in
1980 may réflect higher criminal activity by the growing legions of
unemployed and unemployable, with particular impacf on young people and
women..

Because of the high representation of young adults, any demographic

shifts over time may have a profound effect on the future arrest rate.
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TABLE 1: Volume of sample weeks, by offense categories (males and females,'

-1.5-

all ages)
1978 1979
. . Vol. Percent Vol. Percent Percent Change
Crimes against persons 1835 (17.14%) 1958 (15.739%) + 6.7% -
Crimes against property 3298 (30.80%) 3487 (28.12%) + 5.7%
Non-Assaultive Sex 235 ( 2.19%) 356 ( 2.87%) +51.4%
‘Major Motor Vehicle - 1898 (17.73%) 2210 (17.82%)  +16.4%
Public Order 2546 (23.78%) 3412 . {27.52%) +34.0%
Controlled Substance 896 ( 8.37%) 977 ( 7.838%) ~  + 9.0%
: R /
TOTAIL, VOLUME v 10708 12400 -3-’a.+15.8% .
TABLE 2: Age Distribution .
- 1978 1979 - :
Vol. Percent Vol. Percent - ' Percent Change
7-16 (juveniles i 1738 (16.23%) 1832 (14.77%) + 5.7% :
17-25 (young adults) 5257 (49.09%) 6835 (55.12%) +30.0%
26+ (older adults) 3713 (34.68%) 3733 (30.10%) + 0.5%
TOTAL 10708 12400 +15.8%
TABLE 3A: Age Distribution by Offense Categories-1379
Class of ' "7+16 17-25 7-25 comb. 26+ " reduct. T
Offenses 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 - 10°
Against 251 12.8%| 1011l 51.6% | 1262 64.4% 696 35.5%| —-44.8% 1958
persons
Against 825 23.6%] 1790 51.3% | 2615 74.9% 872 25.0%| ~-66.6% 3487
property )
Non-Asslt. 9 2.5% 208 ©58.4% 217 ©60.9% 139 39.0%} ~35.9% 356
Sex
Major MV 177 8.0%) 1059 47.9% | 1236 55.9% 974 44.0%) -22.2% 2210
Public 471 13.8% ) 2097 61.4% | 2568 75.2% 844 24.7%| -867.1% 3412
Order ‘
Contrld. 99 10.1% 670 68.5% 769 78.7% 208 21.2%| ~-72.9% 977
Substance
TOTAL 1832 14.7% | 6835 55.1% i 8667 69.9% {3733 30.1ls' -56.9% 112400




TABLE 3B+ Age Distribution by Offense Categories-1978

._16_

Class of '~ "~ 7=16 17-25 7-25 comb. 26+ reduct. x
Offenses . 1 3 3 ) 4 5 6" 7 8 ] 10
'Against 232 12.7%| 877 47.7%| 1110 60.4% | 725 39.5%} -34.6% } 1835
persons . : \
Against . g74 26.53|1508 45.73)] 2382 72.2% | 916 27.7%| -6L.5% | 3298
property ) . 1'
Non-Asslt. 9 3.8%| 141 60.0%| 150 63.8% 85 36.1%| —-43.3% 235
.Sex T ; : . : . '
Major MV . 168 8.83) 839 44.2%] 1007 53.0% | 891 46.9%} -11.5% | 1898
Public’ 328 12.8%|1353 53.1%| 1681 66.0% | 865 33.9%| -48.5% | 2546
Ordex ,
Contrld. 126 14.0%| 539 60.1%| 665 74.2% | 231 25.7%} -65.2% 896
' Substance : . .
TOTAL 1738 16.2%}5257 49.0% | 6995 65.3% 13713' 34.6%| =-46.9% {10708
TABLE 4: FreQuency and Percent Distribution by Age & Sex of Defendants
(Freq. - .
Col.% 7-16 17-25 26+ TOTAL
Row %) 1978 1979 1978 1979 1978 1979 1978 1979
MALE 1456 1531 4579 5975 3196 3180 9231 10686
83.7% 83.5% 87.1% 87.4% 86.0% 85.1% 86.2% 86.1%
15.7% 14.3% 49.6% 55.9% 34.6% 29.7%
FEMALE 282 301 . 678 860" 517 553 1477 . 1714
16.2% 16. 4% 12.9% 12.5% 13.9% - 14.8% 13.7% 13.8%
19.0% 17.5% 45.9% 50.1% 35.0% 32.2%
TOTAL 1,738 1832 5257 6835 3713 3733 10708 12400
16.2% 14.7% 49.0% 55.1% 34.6% 30.0% L
TABLE 5A: Sex Distribution of Offense Categoxies - 1979
MALE FEMALE T
& % 4 % :
Against persons 1768 90.30% 190 9.70% 1958
Against property 2886 82.76% 601 17.24% 3487
Non-asslt. sex - 204 57.30% 152 42.70% 356
Major motor vehicle 1997 = 90.36% 213 9.64% 2210
~ Public order 2966 87.81% 446 13.07% 3412
.Controlled substance 865 88.54% 112 11.46% 977
TOTAL 10686  86.18% 1714 13.82% 12400



TABLE 5B: Sex Distribution of Offense Categories - 1978

Against persons
Against property .

Non-asslt.

seX

Major motor vehicle
- Public orxder

»

. TOTAL

Controlled substance

MALE

. %
1661  90.52%
2673 81.05%
119 50.64%
1738 91.57%
2255 88.57%
785 87.61%
9231 86.21%

#
T 174
625
116
160

291

“111

1477

FEMALE -~ '~

o

3

9.48%
18.95%
49.36%

8.43%
11.43%
12.39%

13.79%

1835 - . -
3298. -
235
1898
. 2546
896

10708

TABLE 6&: Offense Distribution by Age - Male Defendants (1979)

- Class df'

reduct. 'Toﬁal '

-17~

. 7-16 17-25 7-25 comb. 26+
| Offenses 1 2 ¢ 3 4 s 6 7 s | o " 10
'Against 220 12.4%[ 934 52.8% [ 1154 62.2% | 614 34.7% |-46.73%] 1768.
persons :
Against’ 710 24.6%) 1509 52.2% | 2219 76.8% | 667 23.1% |-69.9%| 2886 .
property
Non-asslt. 3 1.4%| 87 42.6% 90 44.1% | 114 55.8% | +26.63| 204
Sex _
Major MV 148 7.4%| 981 49.1% |1129 56.5% | 868 43.4% | -23.1%] 1997
Public 372 12.5% ) 1860 62.7% | 2232 75.2% | 734 24.7% | -67.1%| 2966
ordex
Contrld. 78 9.0%| 604 69.8% | 682 78.8% | 183 21.13 |-73.1s| 865
Substance
TOTAL 1531 14.3% | 5975 55.7% |7506 70.2% [3180 29.7% {-57.6%|10686
TABLE 6B: Offense Distribution by Age - Female Defendants (1979)
Tlass of 7-16 17-25 7-25 comb. 26+ reduct. Total
Offenses 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Against 31 16.3% | 77 40.5% | 108 56.8% 82  43.1%] -24.0% | 190
persons
Against 115 19.1% | 281 46.7% | 396 65.8% | 205 34.1%| -48.2% | 601
propexrty :
Non-asslt. 6 3.9% 121 79.6% | 127 83.5% 25 16.4%| -80.3% | 152
Sex
Major MV 29 13.6% | 78 36.6% | 107 50.2% | 106 49.7%| -¢.93% | 213
Public 99 22.2% 237 s53.1% | 336 75.3% | 110 24.6%! -67.2% | 448
order :
' Contrld. 21 18.7% | 66 58.9% 87 77.6% 25 22.3%] -71.2% | 112
S@mstance
TOTAL 301 17.5% | 860 50.1% |1161 67.7% | 553  32.2%| -52.3% [1714
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TABLE 7A: Age Distribution of Specific Property Crimes (Males-1379)
7-16 17-25 © 26+
# % # % % N
Arson N 23.2% 34 46.5% 32 43.8% 73
B&E (nt.) 142 27.1% 312 59.6% 69 13.1% 523
B&E (day) 167 42.6% 164 41.8% 61 15.5% 392
Larceny 143 21.3%] 362 54.0% | 165 24.6%] 470
less -
Larceny 84 16.7% 276 55.0% 141 28.1% 501
more :
Rec. Stl. 53 18.4% 157 54.7% 77 26.8% 287 s
propexrty
. Frand 5 -4.8% 33 31.7% 66 63.4% 104
Misc. 99 29.4% 171 50.8% 66 19.6% 336
Total : o . .
Property 710 24.6%] 1509 52.2% 667 23.1%| 2886
Total E .
males 1531 14.3%| 5975 55.7% [ 3180 29.7%]10686
in . i
sample
TABLE 7B: Age Distribution of Specific Property Criges (Females-1979)
" 7-16 17-25 26+
# S ¥ % # % T
Ayson 2 33.3% 2 33.3% 2 33.3% 6
.B&E {nt.) 7 .36.8% 10 52.6% 2 1l0.5% 19
B&E (day) 10 41.6% 11 45.8% 3 12.5% 24
Larceny 70 21.9% 134 42.0% 115 36.0% 319
less
Larceny" 15 11.1% 68 50.3% 52 38.5% 135
more
Rec.Stol. 3 9.6% 20 64.5% 8 25.8% 31
property
Fraud 1 3.2% 17 54.8% 13 41.9% 31
Misc. 7 19.4% 19 52.7% 10 27.7% 36
Total
Property 115 19.1% 281 46.7% 205 34.1% | 601
Total
females 301 17.5% a8 50.1% 553 32.2% |1714
in
sample



Table 8A: Age Distribution of Specific Crimes Against Persons (Males-1979)

7-16 . 17-25 26+
# % Co# % # % .7

Murder .1 5.2% 7 36.8% 11 57.8% 19

Manslaughter 1 5.5% 13 72.2% 4 22.2% ° 18

Asslt. w/ 74 12.1% | 342 55.9%| 195 31.93 61l

weapon . :

Sexual Asslt. 14 12.1% 42 36.5% 59 . 51.33| 115 i
Asslt.&Battry. 53 8.5%| 336 54.1%| 231 37.2%| 620 -, - .
. Robbery 59 26.3%| 125 55.8% 40 17.8%| 224 .
Threats,Brib. 9 8.4% 51 48.1%| 46 43.43| 106 -
Conspiracy . 3 15.0% 8 40.0% 9 45.0% 20 ' #
Kidnapping = 6 17.1% 10 28.5% 19 54.2% 3 ..
TOTAL

Crimes Ag. 220 12.4% | 934 52.8% | 614 34.7%| 1768

Persons '

TOTAL o ‘ _

Males in 1531 14.3% |5975 55.7% |3180 29.7% |10686 ‘
Sample ' ' ' '

Table 8B: Age Distribution of Specific Crimes Agéinst Parsons (Females-21979)

7-16 : 17-25 ) 26+

# % # % # % T
Murder 0 - 1 * I 2
Mansalughter 0 - 0 - 2 * 2
‘Asslt. w/ 8 14.5% 21 38.1% 26 47.2% 55

weapon ‘ _

Sexual Asslt. 0 - 0 - 0 - 0
Asslt.& Battry. 20 20.6% 38 39.1% 39 40.2% 97
Robbery 1 5.8% 12 70.5% 4 23.5% 17
Threats, Brib. 2 15.3% 4 30.7% 7 53.8% 13
Conspiracy 0] - 1 * 1 * 2
Kidnapping 0 - 0 - 2 * 2
TOTAL '
Crimes Ag. 31 16.3% 77 40.5% 82 43.1% 190
Persons
TOTAL
Females in 301 17.5% 860 50.1% 553 32.2% 11714
Sample

* numbers too small to have statistical signficance.
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