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STATE OF MArNE 

DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES 
AUGUSTA. MAINE 04333 

August 26, 1987 

TO: 

FROM: 

The Honorable John R. McKernan, Jr., Gover~ 

Rollin Ives, Commissioner, Human services~ 

SUBJECT: Report of Enforc9ntent of Maine's Operati.ng Under the Infl uence Law 

Under the 1981 Drunk Driving Law, the Department of Human Services is 
required to prepare an annual report on the enforcement of Maine's operating 
under the influence law. The Department is pleased to submit·the Fifth Annual 
Report that covers the period from January 1 to December 31, 1986. 

The findings indicate a continued positive trend in the enforcement of the 
law. With some minor variations, this has been the experience for the last five 
years. Some of the positive findings of the 1986 Report include: 

o The number of arrests, after a 2 year decl ine, rose sl ightly to 9,6Z7. 

o In 1985, the conviction level for OUI was at the lowest level since the 1981 
law was implemented. The 1986 statistics show a higher than average 
conviction rate. 

, 
o In 1985, the dismissal rate for OUI was exceptionally high. The 1986 

dismissal rate returned to normal. 

o The aver'age penalties of fines and license suspension for OUI conviction 
increased 1 n 1986 and the average'" j a 11 sentence remai ned the same. 

o Almost 9 of 10 first time OUI offenders were convicted. 

A contributing factor to the decline in some 1985 indicators is the February, 
1985 decision of the Maine Supreme Court that the civil OUI procedure was 
unconstitutional. This meant that all cases had' to be treated as criminal 
arrests. In 1985, the OUI law was amended to reintroduce different levels of 
penalties for OUI arrests. Penalties are now based on first, second, and third (or 
subsequent) offense. This change made it easier for both arrest and conviction of 
OUI. 
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Changes in the OUI law in 1985 have led to expanded collection of information on 
OUI cases. In this expansion, we were able to ~ompare resultz of the enforcement 
process according to the number of offenses a person has committed. This has 
highlighted one of two areas where negative results can be seen. First, there 
appears to be a tendency to be more 1 enient in the sentenci ng of mul ti pl e 
offenders. This leniency may reinforce the chronic our offender's pattern of 
behavior. 

Some of the findings that support this conclusion are: 

o Only slightly more than 7 of 10 third (or subsequent) offenders wei~e 
convicted. 

a Sentencing for a repeat offender is less likely to include the minimum 
mandated penalties than sentencing for a first offender. 

This tendency becomes more meaningful when viewed in light of other supportive 
data in the Report. 

o Over 20% of persons conv icted of OUI were· second or th i rd (or subsequent) 
offenders. 

o The convictions for Habitual Offender and Operating After Suspension have 
risen significantly since 1981. The number of Habitual Offender convictions 
has gone from 170 to 500 and the number of Operating After Suspension number 
of Operating After Suspension convictions has gone from 4100 to 6300. 

The second, and most important negative finding of the report showed an increase 
in the past practice of failing to impose minimum penalities as outlined in the 
1 aw. 

o Penalties below the minimums mandated by law were imposed by courts at all 
three levels of conviction, i.e" defendents who had no previous OUI 
conviction(s), those who had one prior conviction, and those who had two or 
more previous convictions. 

Given the nature of the weaknesses described above, this year the Department of 
Human Services is initiating two new projects.to address the continuing problems of 
drunk driving. 

The first is an inte~sive program targeted at persons with two or more OUI 
convictions. The program, to be operated by the Driver Education Eval uati.on 
Program, is designed to identify and motivate for treatment the large percentage of 
multiple offenders whose recidivism is caused by an underlying alcohol or drug 
abuse problem. 
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The second is an award to the Maine Chapter of Mothers Against Drunk Driving. 
The primary use of these funds will be to provide a network of support services for 
the victims of drunk driving related traffic accidents. This will include court 
advocacy services to ensure that as much as possible the impact on the victim will 
be given due consideration when sentences are handed down. 

Drunk driving continues to be a significant problem in Maine- and it's one that 
requires irnovative approaches as well as dedicated people to carry them out. 

While we are making progress in the fight to keep Maine's highways safe, this 
report documents that there still needs to be more hard work. We feel these new 
initiatives speak to those needs and we welcome your concern and support. 
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HIGHLIGHTS 

OUI ARRESTS, REFUSALS AND BAC 

• Arrests. From 1983 through 1985, the number of OUI arrests made 
per year decreased from 11,293 to 9,464. In 1986, the number of 
arrests increased to 9,627. 

A total of 51,042 OUI arrests have been made since annual OUI 
reporting began in 1982 -- an average of 10,208 arrests per year. 

• Refusals. In 1982 and 1983 the refusal rate was almost the same 
(about 14.0%). The rate dropped to 13.1% in 1984, and then 
increased each year since, with the 1986 refusal rate being 15.9%. 

• BAC. The average BAC in 1982 was .18%. In 1983 it increased to 
.19% and has remained .19% since then. 

OPERATING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF ALCOHOL 

• Disposition of Cases. Based on Annual OUI Reports, 40,027 OUI 
cases had been adjudicated at the time reports were prepared. 
Almost 86.0 percent resulted in convictions (34,398 cases) and 11.9 
percent of the cases were dismissed (5,162). 

• 

Annual conviction rates have fluctuated during the last five years, 
with the 1986 conviction rate being less than one percent below the 
five-year average (85.3% vs. 85.9%). 

The dismissal rate for the five-year period was 12.9% -- the rate in 
1986 was 14.0%. Although higher than the five-year average, the" 
1986 rate is an improvement over 1985 which was 15.2%. 

Sanctions Imposed by Courts. Fines and license suspensions 
increased in severity from 1982 through 1984 based on annual 
averages. Both decreased in 1985, and then increased somewhat in 
1986. During the five-year period, fines from $34 to $2,250 were 
imposed by Courts and licenses were suspended from 30 days to 825 
days. Average jail sentences consistently increased -- from 5 days 
in 1982 to 15 days in 1985-86. Actual jail terms ranged from one 
day to five years • 

ii 
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Previous OUI Convictions. Statistics for 1986 were examined 
~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

according to the number of previous OUI convictions within a six-
year period. The following'are the findings: 

1986 Adjudications 

J!'irst Offense 
Second Offense 
Third or Subsequent Offense 

TOTAL 

Number 

5,136 
1,181 

293 

6,610 

Percent 

77.7 
17.9 
4.4 

100.0 

Disposition of Cases. Almost 87.0 percent of the first OUI 
offenders were convicted; only 74.7 percent of third (C~ subsequent) 

.offenders were convicted. The dismissal rate for third (or 
subsequent) offenders was almost double the dismissal rate for. first 
offenders (24.5% vs. 12.8%). 

Penalties Imposed by Courts. First offenders were imposed fines 
ranging from $35 to $1,550, license suspensions ranged from 45 to 
730 days, and jail terms ranged from one day to 364 days. The 1985 
OUI amendments specify mandatory minimums for first offenders as 
being a fine of $300, license suspension of 90 days, and when 
applicable, a jail term of 48 hours. 

Second Offenders were fined from $250 to $1,550, had their license 
suspended for 90 to 730 days, and sentenced to jail for one to 365 
days. The mandatory minimum penalties for second offenders are: a 
fine of $500, a license suspension period of one year, and a jail 
term of seven days. 

Third or Subsequent Offenders were fined from $300 to $2,250, had 
their license suspended from 90 to 730 days and spent two to 365 
days in jail. The minimum penalties required for this offender 
population are: a fine of $750, a license suspension period of two 
years, and a jail sentence of 30 days. 

Juvenile 1986 OUI Cases. At the time this report was prepared, 
Maine Courts had adjudicated 951 OUI cases involving juveniles (20 
years of age or younger) who had BAC's of .10 percent or greater. 
The disposition of juvenile cases was almost identical to adult 
cases, i.e., conviction and dismissal rates were almost the same. 
District Courts adjudicated almost 93.0 percent of the juvenile 
cases. The overall conviction rate was higher in District Courts 
(86.5% vs. 73.2%), but the penalties imposed upon conviction were 
more severe in Superior Courts. 

iii 



Driver Education Evaluation Program. As of February 23, 1987, 
only 30.2 percent of the persons convicted of a 1986 OUI had met 
all . DEEP requirements 0,945). About 65.0 percent of these 
individuals met all requirement by satisfactorily completing the 
10-hour course and preliminary assessment, the other 35.0 percent 
were required to have an alcohol evaluation completed and, if 
indicated, participate in and complete alcohol-related treatment. 

OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION OF LICENSE (OAS) 

• Disposition of Cases. Annual OUI reports indicate that 24,646 OAS 
cases have been adjudicated by Maine Courts during the last five 
years -- almost 5,000 cases per year. Drivers were convicted in 
78.9 percent of the OAS cases 19,437 convictions. One in five 
cases (20.3%) were dismissed. 

Annual OAS convictions rates have steadily increased during the last 
five years. In 1982, the rate was 68.5 percent compared to 83.3 in 
1986. Dismissal rates have decreased over the five-year period 
from 29.6 percent in 1982 to 16.3 percent in 1986. 

• OUI-Related OAS Cases. During the last three years, 24.2 percent 
of the OAS cases adjudicated were OUI-related (4,006 cases). The 
overall conviction rate in these cases was 82.1 percent. 

The number of OUI-related OAS cases adjudicated in 1986 represents a 
40.0 percent increase over 1984, and the number of 1986 convictions 
represents a 35.0 percent increase. The 1986 conviction rate was 
about 4.0 percent lower than in 1984. 

Overall, penalties imposed in 1986 tended to be more severe than in 
1984. The average fine was $20 greater, the additional license 
suspension period was 80 days longer, and the average jail term in 
1986 was more than double the 1984 average (48 vs. 21 days). 

In 1986, fines were imposed with greatest frequency (83.6%), jail 
terms with less ftequency (35.0%), and additional license 
suspensions were imposed with least frequency (4.9%). 

OPERATING AFTER HABITUAL OFFENDER REVOCATION (HO) 

• Disposition of Cases. 
have adjudicated 2,181 
prepared. Convictions 
(1,511 convictions). 

During the last five years, Maine Courts 
HO cases at the time annual OUI reports were 
were obtained in 69.3 percent of the HO cases 

From 1982 through 1984, annual conviction rates increased from 55.6 
percent to 78.2 percent. In 1985, the rate dropped to 65.0 percent 
and then decreased to 62.3 percent in 1986. Last year's dismissal 
rate was the second highest in five years (37.1%), while the 1982 
rate was the highest (42.1%). 

iv 
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.. QUI-Related HO Cases. From 1984 through 1986, 65.4 percent of the 
HO cases adjudicated were OUI-re1ated (910 cases), The over.a11 
convictioll rate for the three-year period was 70.2 percent. The 
1986 conviction rate w~s 13.2 percent lower than in 1984, but the 
actual number of 1986 HO convictions increased by about 10.0 percent. 

Fines were imposed more frequently in 1986 than in 1984 (23.7% vs. 
15.4%) and the average fine in 1986 was more severe. During the 
last three year.s the actual fines imposed by courts have ranged from 
$50 to $2,000. 

Additional license suspensions were imposed by courts less often in 
1986 than in 1984 (4.0% vs. 11.1%), but the average suspension in 
1986 was more than double the average in 1984. 

Jail terms ~olere imposed much more frequently than either fines or 
license suspensions. In 1986, jail sentences were imposed in 97.8 
percent of the convictions compared to 79.3 percent of the 
convictions in 1984. The average jail term in 1986 was 296 days --
130 days longer than the 1984 average. Actual jail sentences ranged 
from two days to five ye8rs. 
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INTRODUCTION 

This is the Fifth Annual OUI Report prepared under the 1981 Drunk Driving 
Law which mandated yearly reporting on the enforcement of laws relating to 
operating under the influence of intoxicating liquor or drugs. 

As in previous year, statistics are presented for the preceding calendar 
year for three offenses: (1) operating under the influence of alcohol (OUI), 
(2) operating after suspension of license (OAS) , and (3) operating after 
habitual offender revocation (HO). Although the report focuses on 1986 data, 
statistics from previous reporting periods are included for comparison 
purposes. To permit comparisons across reporting periods, the type of data 
presented and the reporting formats have remained essentially unchanged in 
annual reports during the last four years. However, because of the 1985 
amendments to OUI laws, 1986 OUI statistics are presented somewhat differently 
to facilitate data analysis and interpretation. 

As of September 1985, the civil prosecutorial route was no longer 
available to the State as it had been since September 1981. In addition, 
penalties for an OUI conviction identified in the 1985 statutes are based on a 
defendant's OUI record within a six-year period. As depicted below, minimum 
penalties for a first OUI conviction (within six years) are substantially less 
than those required for a second, or subsequent conviction. 

MINIMUM PENALTIES REQUIRED BASED UPON 1985 OUI M{ENDMENTS 

First Offense 

First Offense and 
(a) BAC .15% or more 
or 
(b) BAC .10% or more 
and exceeding speeu 
limit by 30 miles or 
more, or 
(c) BAC-.10% or more 
and eluded or attempt
ed to elude an officer 

Second Offense 

Third or Subsequent 
Offense 

Fine 

$ 300 

$ 300 

$ 500 

$ 750 

1 

License 
Suspension 

90 Days 

90 Days 

1 Year 

2 Years 

Jail 
Sentence 

48 Hours 

7 Days 

30 Days 
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Because of the sub~tantial difference in the penalties required upon 
conviction for a first, second, third or subsequent OUI offense, the 
enforcement of OUI laws could not be assessed if all types of cases were 
grouped together. To provide users of OUI reports with useful data, the 
Division of Motor Vehicles (DMV) was requested to generate 1986 OUI statistics 
by three categories based on whether the 1986 offense was: (1) a first OUI 
violation, (2) a second violation, or (3) a third or subsequent OUI violation. 

This report is organized into three chapters. Chapter I deals with OUI. 
A five-year overview is presented first, followed by 1986 data: arrests and 
refusals, statewide disposition of cases, and Superior and District Court 
data. Within each of these areas, OUI statistics are examined by first, 
second and third (and subsequent) offense. Also included in Chapter I are 
statistics concerning participation in the Department of Human Services, 
Driver Education Evaluation Program (DEEP). 

Chapter II focuses on OAS statistics, and Chapter IlIon HO violations. 
Both of these chapters are organized the same. A five-year overview is 
presented first, including OUI-related OAS and HO data. Statistics are then 
examined statewide, and by District and Superior Court. Within each of these 
areas, court findings are also examined in terms of OUI-related OAS and HO 
cases. 

The final section (Appendices) contains detailed statistics for 1986. 
OUI court findings (District and Superior Courts) are presented by first, 
second and third (and subsequent) offense. Total counts for juvenile 1986 OUI 
cases are presented by District and Superior Court. OAS and HO data for 1986 
are also contained in the appendices -- those statistical tables include total 
counts by court, as well as a breakdown by OUI-related and not OUI-related OAS 
and HO cases. 

2 
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I. OPERATING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF ALCOHOL 

FIVE-YEAR OVERVIEW (1982-1986) 

Arrests, Refusals and BAC Test Results 

• 

• 

51,042 
10,208 

7,475 
14.7% 
13 .1% 
15.9% 

.18% 

.19% 

OUI Arrests 
Average Number of Arrests Per Year 

Refusals to Submit to a Chemical Test 
Five-Year Refusal Rate 
Lowest Refusal Rate (1984) 
Highest Refusal Rate (1986) 

Average BAC in 1983 
Average BAC 1984, 1985 and 1986 

Disposition of OUI Cases 

• 

• 

• 

40,978 
8,196 

80.3% 

34,398 
6,880 

83.9% 
83.5% 
89.0% 

5,162 

1,032 

12.6% 
10.4% 
15.2% 

OUI Cases Adjudicated (Based on Annual OUI Reports) 
Average Number of Cases Ajudicated Per ~ear 

Cases Adjudicated as a Percent of Arrests 

OUI Convictions 
Average Number of Cases Adjudicated Per Year 

Five-Year Conviction'Rate 
Lowest Conviction Rate (1985) 
Highest Conviction Rate (1984) 

OUI Dismissals (Dismissed for a Plea to a Lesser Charge, 
1,427; and 3,755 Dismissals) 
Average Number of Cases Dismissed Per Year 

Five-Year Dismissal Rate 
Lowest Dismissal Rate (1984) 
Highest Dismissal Rate (1985) 

3 
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ARRESTS, REFUSALS AND BAC TEST RESULTS 

In 1986, a total of 9,627 arrests were made for operating under the 
influence of alcohol (Fig. I-I). Although this represents a slight increase 
compared to 1985 (9,464 arrests), it is below the five-year average of 10,208 
arrests per year • 

Figure I-I 

OUI ARRESTS AND REVOCATION OF IMPLIED CONSENT BY COUNTY 
(Violation Date: January 1 - December 31, 1986) 

TEST TAKEN TEST REFUSED TOTAL ARRESTS 
COUNTY NO. % NO. % NO. % 

Androscoggin 583 82.6 123 17.4 706 7.3 
Aroostook 476 91.4 45 8.6 521 5.~ 

Cumberland 1,076 79.8 273 20.2 1,349 14.0 
Franklin 127 83.6 25 16.4 152 1.6 
Hancock 239 85.7 40 14.3 279 2.9 
Kennebec 759 86.5 119 13.5 878 9.1 
Knox 66 66.0 34 34.0 100 1.0 
Lincoln 148 78.3 41 21. 7 189 2.0 
Oxford 240 85.4 41 14.6 281 2.9 
Penobscot 575 85.3 99 14.7 674 7.0 
Piscataquis 109 89.3 13 10.7 122 1.3 
Sagadahoc 225 83.6 44 16.4 269 2.8 
Somerset 248 87.0 37 13.0 285 3.0 
Waldo 213 88.4 28 11.6 241 2.5 
\~ashington 275 89.6 32 10.4 307 3.2 
York 979 82.4 209 17.6 1,188 12.3 
(Unknown) 1,754 84.1 332 15.9 2,086 21.7 

TOTAL 8,092 84.1 1,535 15.9 9,627 104.0 

County refusal rates last year ranged from 8.6 percent in Aroostook County 
to 34.0 percent in Knox County. Last year's refusal rate of 15.9 percent was 
the highest statewide rate since annual OUI reporting began in 1981 (Fig. 
1-2). 

4 
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Figure 1-2 

RATES OF REFUSAL TO SUBMIT TO A CHEMICAL TEST (1982 

YEAR OUI ARRESTS REFUSALS 

1982 10,415 1,545 
1983 11,293 1,623 
1984 10,243 1,342 
1985 9,464 1,430 
1986 9,627 1,535 

TOTAL 51,042 7,475 

1986) 

REFUSAL RATE 

14.8 
14.4 
13.1 
15.1 
15.9 

14.7 

The average BAG in 1983 was .19 percent -- it has 
since. In comparing the 1986 BAG percent distributions 
(Fig. 1-3). a slight shift toward lower BAG's is noted: 
percent of the test results showed BAG's of .14 percent 
47.3 percent in 1986. 

remained the same 
with those for 1983 

in 1983, 40.3 

50 

40 .. 
% ... 
u 

30 " ... 
",. 

20 

10 

Figure /·3 
BLOOD ALCOHOL LEVELS FOR 1983 - 1986 

-.10% ,10TO .14% .15 TO .190/. .~TO.24% 

BLOOD ALCOHOL ~EVE~ 

or less'compared to 

• 1983 (n-9,6701 

o t984 (n-8,9011 

o 1985 (n-s.o34) 

Sl 1988 (n-s.o02) 

12 12 11 11 

The percentage of 1986 test results showing a BAG of .15 to .19, or .20 
to .24, decreased by a total of 6.0 percent, about 3.0 percent within each 
level. The change in the percentage distribution within the levels indicated 
in Fig. 1-3 has been a gradual one, i.e. change has been observed each year 
since 1983. 
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STATEWIDE DISPOSITION OF OUI CASES 

At the time data were generated by DMV for this report. (February 23, 
1987) 7,561 OUI cases having al1986 violation date had been adjudicated by 
Maine Superior and District Courts. This represents 78.5 percent of the OUI 
arrests made in 1986. One in eight cases adjudicated involved a youthful 
offender (20 years of age and younger). (Information concerning the 951 
juvenile cases is presented in a separate section of this report.) 

As depicted in Fig. 1-4, courts obtained convictions in 85.3 percent 
of the (adult) 1986 OUI cases adjudicated as of February 23, 1987. This is an 
increase over the 1985 conviction rate (83.5), but is slightly lower than the 
five-year average of 85.9 (Fig. 1-5), 

Figure /-4 
DISPOSITION OF OUI CASE~ (1982 - 19~6) 

100 

i 

• 1982 (n-8,092) 

EJ Hi83 (n.9,216) 

1]ill1984 (n-8,379) 

o 1985 (n-7,730) 

mm 1986 (n-6,610) 

Plea to Lesser 
Charge 

DISPOSITION 

In comparison to 1985, a smaller percentage of 1986 OUI cases were 
dismissed (14.0% compared to 15.2%). The 1986 OUI dismissal rate of 14.0 
percent was, however, greater than the five-year dismissal rate of 12.9 
percent. 
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Figure 1-5 

DISPOSITION OF OUI CASES AND PENALTIES IMPOSED BY COURTS (1982 - 1986) 

YEAR DISPOSITION 

:,1 
" 

GUILTY NOT GUILTY DISM.-PLC* DISMISSED 
NO. % NO. % NO. % NO. % TOTAL 

( 

s 

'·' .. 1 ~ 

1982 7~O26 86.8 155 1.9 343 4.2 568 7.0 8,092 
1983 7,828 84.9 119 1.3 434 4.7 835 9.1 9,216 
1984 7,454 89.0 51 0.6 255 3.0 619 7.4 8,379 
1985 6,455 83.5 98 1.3 227 2.9 950 12.3 7,730 
1986 5,635 85.3 44 0.7 168 2.5 763 11.5 6,610 

TOTAL 34,398 85.9 467 1.2 1,427 3.6 3,735 9.3 40,027 

PENALTIES 

FINE YEAR NO. AND % FINED AVERAGE RANGE 

1982 2,598 98.8 $ 375 $ 50-1,000 
1983 3,256 99.1 $ 385 $100-1,000 
1984 2,902 99.5 $ 390 $100-1,000 
1985 6,258 99.2 $ 381 $ 35-1,000 
1986 5,607 99.5 $ 388 $ 35-2,250 

LIC. NO. AND % LIC. 
SUSP. YEAR SUSPENDED AVERAGE RANGE 

1982 2,469 93.9 96 Days 30-365 Days 
1983 3,237 98.5 124 Days 30-825 Days 
1984 2,896 99.3 192 Days 45-730 Days 
1985 6,279 99.5 149 Days 30-730 Days 
1986 5,629 99.9 151 Days 45-730 Days 

JAIL 
SENT. YEAR NO. AND % JAILED AVERAGE RANGE 

1982 2,532 96.3 5 Days 1-304 Days 
1983 3,249 98.9 9 Days 1-365 Days 
1984 2,898 99.3 9 Days 2-365 Days 
1985 5,797 91.9 15 Days 1-999 Days 
1986 4,274 75.9 15 Days 1-365 Days 

*Dism.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guilty tc a lesser charge. 
Penalties data for 1982 - 1985 exclude civil OUI cases. 
999 Days = 5 Years 

7 



-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------.--

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

In examining the disposition of 1986 cases with those disposed by courts 
during the last three and one-half months of 1985, the following observations 
are made. 

• The conviction rate decreased from 86.5 percent in 1985 to 85.3 
percent in 1986, and the dismissal rate increased by 1.5 percent. 

• Fines were imposed and licenses were suspended with greater 
frequency in 1986 than in 1985, and sentencing was slightly more 
severe. 

• In about 76.0 percent of the cases, both during 1985 and 1986, jail 
sentences were imposed. The average jail sentence decreased, 
however, from 16 days to 15 days. 

• During both periods, penalties were imposed that were below the 
mandated minimum. 

Figure 1-6 

COMPARISON OF OUI CASES HAVING A 1985 VIOLATION DATE 
(FROM 9/18/85 - 12/31/85) WITH 1986 OUI CASES 

FINE 

LICENSE 

DISPOSITION 

Guilty 
Not Guilty 
Dismissed-PLC 
Dismissed 

TOTAL 

PENALTIES 

• No. & % Fined 
• Average Fine 
• Range 

SUSPENSION 

• No. & % Lie. Susp. 
• Average Lie. Susp. 
• Range 

JAIL SENTENCE 

• No. & % Jailed 
• Average Jail Sent. 
• Range 

1985 
NO. % 

1,401 86.5 
16 1.0 
38 2.3 

165 10.2 

1,620 100.0 

1985 

1,385 (98.9) 
$372 
$150-800 

1,396 (99.6) 
144 Days 
30-730 Days 

1,066 (76,1) 
16 Days 
1 Day -5 Yrs. 
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1986 
NO. % 

5,635 85.3 
44 0.7 

168 2.5 
763 n.s 

6,610 100.0 

1986 

5,607 (99.5) 
$388 
$35-2,250 

5,629 (99.9) 
151 Days 
45-730 Days 

4,274 (75.9) 
15 Days 
1-365 Days 
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PREVIOUS OUI CONVICTIONS 

Statewide data for 1986 were also examined in terms of the number of 
previous OUI convictions -- within a six-year period of the 1986 OUI 
violation. The following observations are made based on the data contained in 
Fig. 1-7. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

About three in four 1986 cases (77.7%) adjudicated by Maine Courts 
by February 23, 1987 involved first offenders -- in 22.3 percent of 
the cases, the defendant had been previously convicted of one or 
more OUI offenses. 

Repeat offenders had their cases dismissed more frequently than did 
first offenders. The following are the dismissal and conviction 
rates for first and repeat offenders. 

Previous Convictions Dismissal Rate Conviction Rate 

None 12.8 % 86.6 % 
One 16.9 % 82.2 % 

Two or more 24.5 % 74.7 % 

Penalties below the manadatory minimum were imposed by courts at all 
three levels, i.e., defendants who had no previous OUI 
conviction(s), those who had one prior conviction, and those who had 
two or more previous convictions. The minimum penalties mandated by 
law and the minimums imposed are noted below. 

Previous OUI 
Convictions 

Fine Lie. Susp. Jail Sent. 
(M)--(I) (M) (I) (M) (I) 

None 
One 

$300 ($ 35) 90 (45 D.) 2* (1 D.) 
$500 

Two or more $750 

(M) - Mandatory Minimum 
(I) = Minimum Imposed 

($250) 1 Yr. 
($300) 2 Yrs. 

(90 D.) 7 (1 D.) 
(90 D.) 30 (2 D.) 

2* = A two-day jail sentence is required for first offenders if 
certain circumstances existed at the time of the OUI arrest. 

The average fine, license suspension, and jail sentence (when 
imposed), all exceeded the mandatory minimums for a first OUI 
conviction. 

The average jail sentence imposed for a second or subsequent OUI 
conviction substantially exceeded the mandatory minimum. It 
appears, however, that in about 7.0 percent of the second OUI 
convictions (60 cases), sentencing did not include a jail term. 

9 



• It appears that typically a first offender is more likely to be 
convicted than a repeat offender, and sentencing is-more likely to 
include the minimum ma.ndated penalties. 

Figure 1-7 

DISPOSITION OF OUI CASES BY PREVIOUS OUI CONVICTIONS 

DISPOSITION 

Guilty 
Not Guilty 
Dismissed-PLC 
Dismissed 

TOTAL 

PENALTIES 

FINE 

• No. & % Fined 
• Average 
~ Range 

LIC. SUSPENSION 

• No. & % Lie. Susp. 
• Average 
• Range 

JAIL SENTENCE 

• No. & % Jailed 
• Average 
• Range 

NONE 
NO. - % 

4,445 86.6 
32 0.6 

127 2.5 
532 10.3 

5,136 
(77.7%) 

NONE 

4,431 (99. n 
$354 
$35-1,550 

4,443 (99.9) 
99 Days 
45-730 Days 

3,148 (70.8) 
6 Days 
1-364 Days 

PREVIOUS OUI CONVI'CTIONS 

ONE 
NO. % 

971 82.2 
10 1.9 
33 2.8 

167 14.1 

1,181 
(17.9%) 

PREVIOUS OUI CONVICTIONS 

10 

ONE 

961 (99.0) 
$480 
$250-1,550 

968 (99.7) 
307 Days 
90-730 Days 

911 (93.8) 
24 Days 
1-365 Days 

TWO OR MORE 
NO. % 

219 74.-.7 
2 0.7 
8 2.7 

64 21.8 

293 
(4.4%) 

TWO OR MORE 

215 (98.2) 
$673 
$300-2,250 

218 (99.5) 
526 Days 
90-730 Days 

215 (98.2) 
108 Days 
2-365 Days 
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DISTRICT COURTS: DISPOSITION OF OUI CASES 

Of the 7,561 OUI cases adjudicated as of February 23, 1987, 76.8 percent 
of them were adjudicated in District Courts. As shown in both Fig.'s 1-8 
and 1-9, the 1986 conviction rate was 86.3 percent, which is a slight 
improvement over 1985 •. It is, however, below conviction rates obtained during 
previous reporting period, as well as being below the five-year average 
(87.4/0. 

Figure 1·8 
DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL OUI CASES BY DISTRICT COURTS (1982 - 1986) 

100 

• 19B2 (n-2.574) 

C]19B3 (n_2.555) 

IIT.l 1984 (n.2.867) 

o 1985 (n. 6,474) 

IE] 1986 (n.5,608) 

Plea 10 Lesser 
Charge 

DISPOSITION 

The following are highlights relating to sentencing practices in District 
Courts during the last five years. 

• Fines ranged from an average of $372 (1982) to $ 387 (1984). 

• License suspensions ranged from an average of 95 days (1982) to 189 
days (1984). 

• Jail sentences ranged from an average of four days (1982) to 13 days 
(1985) • 

• As also apparent from Fig. 1-9, penalties below the mandatory 
minimums were imposed during each OUI reporting period. 
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Figure 1-9 

DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL OUI CASES AND PENALTIES IMPOSED 
BY DISTRICT COURTS (1982 - 1986) 

YEAR DISPOSITION 

GUILTY NOT GUILTY DISM.-PLC* DISMISSED 
NO. % NO. % NO. % NO. % 

1982 2,216 86.1 38 1.5 140 5.4 180 7.0 
1983 2,437 95.4 8 0.3 47 1.8 63 2.5 
1984 2,547 88.8 16 0.6 90 3.1 214 7,5 
1985 5,513 85.1 83 1.3 212 3.3 666 10.3 
1986 5,013 86.3 3Lj· 0.6 167 2.9 594 10.2 

TOTAL 17,726 87.4 179 0.9 656 3.2 1717 8.5 

PENALTIES 

FINE YEAR NO. AND % FINED b.VERAGE 

1982 2,200 99.3 $372 
1983 2,421 99.3 $ 380 
1984 2,536 99.6 $ 387 
1985 5,470 99.2 $ 378 
1986 4$995 99.6 $ 382 

LIC. NO. AND % LIC. 
SUSP. YEAR SUSPENDED AVERAGE --

1982 2,135 96.3 95 Days 
1983 2,420 99.3 124 Days 
1984 2,539 99.7 189 Days 
1985 5,494 99.7 1L~2 Days 
1986 5,010 99.9 144 Days 

JAIL 
SENT. YEAR NO. AND % JAILED AVERAGE 

1982 2,125 95.9 4 Days 
1983 2,407 98.8 6 Days 
1984 2,528 99.3 6 Days 
1985 5,068 91.9 13 Days 
1986 3,781 75.( 12 Days 

*Dism.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guilty to a lesser charge. 
999 Days = 5 Years 

12 

TOTAL 

2,574 
2,555 
2,867 
6,474 
5,808 

20,278 

RANGE 

$ 50-1,000 
$100-1,000 
$100-1,000 
$ 35-1,000 
$ 35-2,25C 

RANGE 

30-365 Days 
30-365 Days 
45-730 Days 
30-730 Days 
45-730 Days 

RANGE --
1-243 Days 
1-364 Days 
1-365 Days 
1-999 Days 
1-365 Days 
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Last year's District Court statistics were also compared with those for 
September through December 1985 (Fig. 1-10). The major findings are pre
sented below. 

• No substantial difference was found between the two time periods 
either in terms of the conviction or dismissal rates. 

Fines imposed in 1986 cases were slightly more severe (average of 
$12 greater) and license suspension periods were slightly longer 
(average of two days longer). 

• The average jail sentence in 1986 was three days shorter than in 
1985 (12 vs. 15 days). 

Figure 1-10 

COMPARISON OF OUI CASES HAVING A 1985' VIOLATION DATE 
(FROM 9/18/85 - 12/31/85) WITH 1986 OUI CASES -- DISTRICT COURTS 

DISPOSITION 

Guil ty 
Not Guilty 
Dismissed-PLC 
Dismissed 

TOTAL 

PENALTIES 

FINE 

• No. & % Fined 
• Average Fine 
• Range 

LICENSE SUSPENSION 

• No. & % Lie. Susp. 
• Average Lie. Susp. 
• Range 

JAIL SENTENCE 

• No. & % Jailed 
• Average Jail Sent. 
• Range 

999 Days - 5 Years 

1985 
NO. % 

1,336 86.2 
16 1.0 
38 2.5 

159 10.3 

1,549 100.0 

1985 

1,323 (99.0) 
$370 
$150-800 

1,335 (99.9) 
142 Days 
30-370 Days 

1,016 06.1) 
15 Days 
1-999 Days 

13 

1986 
NO. % 

5,013 86.3 
34 0.6 

167 2.9 
594 10.2 

5,808 100.0 

1986 

4,995 (99.6) 
$382 
$35-2,250 

5,010 (99.9) 
144 Days 
45-730 Days 

3,781 05.4) 
12 Days 
1-365 Days 
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District Court statistics for 1986 were also examined by first, second 
and subsequent offense. Based on the data presented in Fig. I-II, the 
following are the key observations. 

• 

• 

• 

Four in five cases (80.0%) adjudicated in District Courts involved 
first offenders; one in five cases (20.0%) involved drivers who had 
one or more previous OUI convictions within a six-year period. 

The dismissal rate in cases where the defendant had two or more OUI 
convictions was double the dismissal rate for first offenders (25.5% 
vs. 12.2%). The dismissal and conviction rates by number of 
previous OUI convictions are presented below. 

Previous Convictions Dismissal Rate Conviction Rate 

None 12.2 % 87.2 % 
One 14.6 % 84.3 % 

Two or More 25.5 % 73.3 % 

Data indicate that when penalties were imposed, at all levels, some 
were below the minimum mandated by legislation enacted in 1985. 

Overall, the average penalties imposed upon first offenders exceeded 
the mandatory minimum fine, license suspension, and jail term. This 
was not the case, however, in terms of defendants convicted of a 
second or subsequent OUI offense. As shown in Fig. I-II, the 
average jail sentence exceeded th~ mandated minimum, but both the 
average fine and license sUSpenLl.~n period was below the minimum 
mandated by law. 

14 



Figure 1-11 

DISPOSITION OF 1986 OUI CASES BY PREVIOUS OUI CONVICTIONS -- DISTRICT COURTS 

DISPOSITION 

Guilty 
Not Guilty 
Dismissed-PLC 
Dismissed 

TOTAL 

PENALTIES 

FINE 

• No. & % Fined 
e Average 
• Range 

LICENSE SUSPENSION 

• No. & % Lie. Susp. 
• Average 
• Range 

JAIL SENTENCE 

• No. & % Jailed 
• Average 
• Range 

PREVIOUS OUI CONVICTIONS 

NONE 
NO. % 

4,055 87.2 
23 0.4 

126 2.7 
442 9.5 

4,646 
(80.0%) 

NONE 

4,044 (99.7) 
$353 
$35-1,550 

4,053 (99.9) 
99 Days 
45-730 Days 

2,876 00.9) 
. 5 Days 

1-364 Days 

ONE 
NO. % 

809 84.3 
9 0.9 

33 3.4 
108 11.2 

959 
(16.5%) 

PREVIOUS OUI CONVICTIONS 

ONE 

803 (99.3) 
$476 
$250-1,550 

808 (99.9) 
303 Days 
90-730 Days 

759 (93.8) 
22 Days 
1-365 Days 

TWO OR MORE 
NO. % 

149 73.3 
2 0.9 
8 3.9 

44 21. 6 

203 
(3.5%) 

TWO OR MORE 

148 (99.3) 
$667 
$300-2,250 

149 (l00.0) 
512 Days 
90-730 Days 

146 (98.0) 
98 Days 
2-364 Days 

COMPARISON OF DISPOSITION OF 1986 OUI CASES ACROSS DISTRICT COURTS 

Figures A-1 through A-4 in Appendix A contain statistics concerning 1986 
OUI cases adjudicated by District Courts. Figure A-I presents court findings 
and penalties imposed related to all 1986 OUI cases adjudicated as of February 
23, 1987; Figure A-2 contains the same data for first offenders; and Figure 
A-3 and A-4 contain statistics for second offenders and subsequent offenders, 
respectively. The key findings based on the statistics contained in the four 
data tables are presented on the next page. 
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• Overall Disposition of Cases by District Courts. Conviction rates 
were 100.0 percent in three District Courts: Livermore Falls, Fort 
Kent and Van Buren; Biddeford District Court had the lowest 
conviction rate (58.7%) and the highest dismissal rate (40.6%). 

• First Offenders: Disposition of Cases by District Courts. Four 
District Courts had conviction rates of 100.0 percent. They were: 
Livermore Falls, Presque Isle, Van Buren and Lincoln. The lowest 
conviction rate was in Biddeford District Court (59.2%). 

Nine District Courts imposed fines below the mandatory minimum, 
ranging from $35 to $250 (Fig. A-2 in Appendix A); the maximum fine 
imposed was $1,550 in Waterville. 

All license suspension periods imposed by District Courts in 
convicting first offenders met, or exceeded, the 90-day period 
required by law. A suspension period of 730 days was imposed by 
three District Courts: Augusta, Waterville and Machais. 

The legislation enacted in 1985 specificies that in a first OUI 
offense requiring imprisonment, the jail sentence shall be 48 
hours. Seven District Courts imposed jail sentences that were less 
than 48 hours (Fig. A-2, Appendix A) • 

• Second Offenders: Disposition of Cases by District Courts. 
Twelve District Courts attained 100.0 percent conviction rates ~n 
adjudicating "second" OUI offenders. The lowest conviction rate 
was, again, in Biddeford District Court (57.4%). Biddeford, also 
had the highest dismissal rate (41.2%). 

All but three District Courts imposed fines below the mandated 
m~n~mum of $500. The courts in compliance were: Madawaska, Van 
Buren and Bar Harbor. Minimum fines imposed by the remaining 30 
District Courts ranged from $250 (Portland) to $400 (Farmington). 

The license suspension mandated for conviction of a second OUI 
offense within a six-year period is 365 days. All but four District 
Courts imposed license suspension periods that were less than one 
year. The four that were in compliance with the 1985 law were: 
Fort Kent, Madawaska, Van Buren and Bar Harbor. All remaining 29 
Courts imposed, in some cases, 90-day license suspension periods. 

A seven-day jail sentence is now required if a defendant is 
convicted of a second OUI offe~se within six-years. Four District 
Courts were in compliance with this mandate: Livermore Falls, Fort 
Kent, Madawaska and Bar Harbor. Minimum jail sentences imposed by 
the remaining 29 District Courts were as low as 24 hours: 
Biddeford, Kittery and Springvale District Courts. 
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Third and Subsequent OUI Offenders: Disposition of Cases by 
District Courts. Twenty-six Maine District Courts adjudicated OUI 
cases that fell into this category with eleven courts convicting all 
defendants (Fig. A-4, Appendix A). The lowest conviction rate of 
this OUI offender population was in Biddeford District Court (50.0%). 

The mandatory minimum fine for being convicted of a third or 
subsequent OUI offense~$750. Six District Courts did not impose 
fines below the minimum. The remaining 20 who adjudicated cases 
within this category fined defendants 'from $300 to $600 -- all below 
the mandated minimum. 

The OUI law of 1985 specifies that persons convicted of a third or 
subsequent OUI offense (within six-years) shall have their license 
suspended for two years. Five of the 26 District Courts that 
adjudicated such cases were in compliance. The rema~n~ng 21 
District Courts imposed license suspension from 90 to 365 days. 

A 30-day jail sentence is required upon conviction for a third or 
subsequent OUI offense. Twelve of the 26 Courts that adjudicated 
such cases were in compliance. The remaining 14 District Courts 
imposed jail sentences that were less than the 30 days mandated by 
law. 

17 
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SUPERIOR COURTS: DISPOSITION OF OUI CASES 

Superior Court adjudicatiolio account for 23.2 percent of the OUI cases 
reported upon within this report. Convictions were obtained by Maine Superior 
Courts in 77.5 percent of the 1986 OUI cases adjudicated as of February 23, 
1987 (Fig. 1-12). This conviction rate is slightly less than the one 
attained in 1985 and is the lowest conviction rate in five years -- since 
annual OUI reports have been prepared. 

Rgurel-12 
DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL OUI CASES BY SUPERIOR COURTS (1982 - 1986) 

• 1982 (n.489) 

EJ 1983 (n.,,011) 

Em 1984 (n.431) 

o 1985 (n.1,027) 

Bill 1986 (n.802) 

Plea to Lesser 
Charge 

DISPOSITION 

The 1986 OUI conviction rate was 3.7 percent lower than the five-year 
average conviction rate of 81.2 percent. The 1986 dismissal rate (21.1%) was 
slightly greater than the five-year average (17.3%). 
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A review of the Superior Court data for the last five years reveals the 
following key observations (Fig. 1-13) • 

• Fines ranged from an average of $389 (1982) to $437 (1986). Fines 
less than the mandatory minimum were imposed each year except in 
1984. 

• License suspension periods ranged from an average of 99 days (1982) 
to 214 days (1984). During each reporting period, except 1986, some 
fines imposed were below the mandatory m~nimum. 

NOTE. 

Jail sentences ranged from an average of nine days (1982) to 34 days 
(1986). Jail sentences imposed in 1986 included terms below the 
mandatory minimum of two days. 

Minimums cited above do not included cases where a penalty 
should have been imposed, but was not. 
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Figure 1-13 

DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL OUI CASES AND PENALTIES IMPOSED 
BY SUPERIOR COURTS (1982 - 1986) 

YEAR 

1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 

TOTAL 

FINE 

LIC. 
SUSP. 

JAIL 
SENT. 

GUILTY 
NO. % 

414 84.6 
848 83.9 
370 85.9 
798 77.7 
622 77.5 

3,052 81.2 

YEAR 

1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 

YEAR 

1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 

YEAR 

1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 

DISPOSITION 

NOT GUILTY 
NO. % 

10 
16 
4 

15 
10 

55 

2.0 
1.6 
0.9 
1.4 
1.2 

1.5 

DISM.-PLC* 
NO. - % 

18 
3 
1 

11 
1 

34 

3.7 
0.3 
0.2 
1.1 
0.1 

0.9 

DISMISSED 
NO. - % 

47 9.6 
144 14.2 
56 13.0 

203 19.8 
169 21.0 

619 16.4 

PENALTIES 

NO. AND % FINED 

398 
835 
366 
788 
612 

96.1 
98.5 
98.9 
98.8 
98.4 

NO. AND % LIC. 

334 
817 
357 
785 
619 

SUSPENDED 

80.6 
96.3 
96.5 
98.4 
99.5 

NO. AND % JAILED 

407 
842 
370 
729 
493 

98.3 
99.3 

100.0 
91.4 
80.6 

AVERAGE 

$ 389 
$ 403 
$ 414 
$ 403 
$ 437 

AVERAGE 

99 Days 
121 Days 
214 Days 
192 Days 
2ll Days 

AVERAGE 

9 Days 
18 Days 
25 Days 
31 Days 
34 Days 

*Dism.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guilty to a lesser charge. 
Data for 1982-1985 penalties exclude civil OUI cases. 
999 Days = 5 Years 
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TOTAL 

489 
1,01l 

431 
1,027 

802 

3,760 

RANGE 

$250-1,000 
$175-1,000 
$350-1,000 
$ 50-1,000 
$150-1,500 

RANGE 

30-365 Days 
60-825 Days 
45-365 Days 
30-730 Days 
90-730 Days 

RANGE 

2-304 Days 
2-365 Days 
2-365 Days 
2-999 Days 
1-365 Days 
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Superior Court statistics for 1986 were also compared with data for the 
period of mid-September through December 1985 (Fig. 1-14). The major 
findings of chis comparison are summarized below. 

• Convictions were obtained in 14.0 percent fewer 1986 OUI cases than 
in 1985. The reduced conviction rate resulted in a 1986 dismissal 
rate that was more than double the 1985 rate (21.2% vs. 8.4%). 

• All penalties, fines, license suspensions and jail sentences, were 
imposed with greater frequency in 1986 than in 1985. 

• The average fine increased by $26 and the average license suspension 
period increased by 21 days. The average jail sentence in 1986 was 
15 days less than the 1985 average (34 vs. 49 days). 

Figure 1-14 

COMPARISON OF OUI CASES HAVING A 1985 VIOLATION DATE 
(FROM 9/18/85 - 12/31/85) WITH 1986 OUI CASES -- SUPERIOR COURTS 

DISPOSITION 

Guilty 
Not Guilty 
Dismissed-PLC 
Dismissed 

TOTAL 

FINE PENALTIES 

• No. & % Fined 
• Average Fine 
• Range 

LICENSE SUSPENSION 

• No. & % Lie. Susp. 
• Average Lie. Susp. 
• Range 

JAIL SENTENCE 

• No. & % Jailed 
• Average Jail Sent. 
• Range 

1985 
NO. % 

65 91.6 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
6 8.4 

71 100.0 

1985 

62 (95.4) 
$411 
$300-700 

61 (93.9) 
190 Days 
90-730 Days 

50 (76.9) 
49 Days 
2-364 Days 

21 

1986 
NO. % 

622 77 .6 
10 1.2 

1 0.1 
169 21.1 

802 100.0 

1986 

612 (98.4) 
$437 
$150-1,550 

619 (99.5) 
211 Days 
90-730 Days 

493 (80.6) 
34 Days 
1-365 Days 

! ----_. --- --.---. -------------------------------------------------' 



----------------~-------------------------------------------------------------------

As with District Court data) 1986 Superior Court statistics were also 
examined by whether the defendant had no previous OUI conviction within a 
six-year period, had one prior conviction, or had two or more convictions. 
These data are presented in Fig. 1-15, and the major findings are summarized 
below. 

• Three in five 1986 OUI cases adjudicated by Superior Courts involved 
defendants who had no previous OUI convictions; two in five 
defendants had at least one previous conviction within six years. 

• The dismissal rate for defendants who had previous OUI convictions 
was higher than the dismissal rate for first offenders. 

Previous Convictions Dismissal Rate Conviction Rate 

None 18.3% 79.5% 
One 26.5% 72.9% 

Two or more 22.2% 77.7% 

Sentencing practices varied. In considering the average penalties 
imposed in 1986 OUI cases the following was found: (1) penalties 
imposed for a first OUI conviction exceeded the mandatory minimums; 
(2) the average fine and jail sentenc.e for a second OUI conviction 
exceeded the mandatory minimums; but the average license suspension 
period did not -- the average was 324 days; and (3) the average jail 
sentence for a third or subsequent OUI conviction exceeded the 
mandatory minimum by 100 days, but the average fine and license 
suspension period ($685 and 555 days) were below the required $750 
fine and two-year license suspension. 
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Figure 1-15 

DISPOSITION OF 1986 OUI CASES BY PREVIOUS OUI CONVICTIONS SUPERIOR COURT 

DISPOSITION 

Guilty 
Not Guilty 
Dismissed-PLC 
Dismissed 

TOTAL 

PENALTIES 

FINE 

• No. & % Fined 
• Average 
• Range 

LICENSE SUSPENSION 

• No. & % Lie. Susp. 
• Average 
• Range 

JAIL SENTENCE 

• No. & % Jailed 
• Average 
• Range 

NONE 
NO. '% 

390 79.5 
9 1.8 
1 0.2 

90 18.3 

490 
(61.1%) 

NONE 

380 (99.2) 
$368 
$150-1,000 

390 (100.0) 
104 Days 
90-365 Days 

272 (69.2) 
11 Days 
1--364 Days 

PREVIOUS OUI CQNV:tG!r-I.ONS 

ONE TWO OR MORE 
NO. % NO. % 

162 72 .9 70 77.7 
1 0.4 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

59 26.5 20 22.2 

222 90 
(27.7%) (11. 2%) 

PREVIOUS QUI CONVICTIONS 

ONE 

158 (97.5) 
$501 
$300-1,000 

160 (98.8) 
324 Days 
90-730 Days 

152 (93.8) 
31 Days 
1-364 Days 

TWO OR MORE 

67 (95.7) 
$685 
$300-1,000 

69 (98.6) 
555 Days 
365-730 Days 

69 (98.6) 
130 Days 
2-365 Days 

COMPARISON OF DISPOSITION OF 1986 OUI CASES ACROSS SUPERIOR COURTS 

Appendix A of this report contains statistical tables showing disposition 
of 1986 OUI cases by Superior Court. Figure A-5 is a summary of Figures A-6 
through A-9 which present the data by Superior Court for first, second and 
subsequent OUI offenders. This section of the report is a summary of the data 
contained in the Appendix. 
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Overview: Disposition of OUI Cases by Superior Courts. As of 
February 23, 1987, all cases adjudicated in Kennebec and Sagadahoc 
County Superior Courts resulted in a conviction (100.0%); the lowest 
conviction rate was in Oxford County Superior Court. Dismissal 
rates ranged from 8.8 percent (Aroostook) to 40.0 percent 
(Piscataquis). (Fig. A-S, Appendix A) 

First Offenders: Di~ition of Cases by Superior Courts • 
Kennebec and Sagadahoc County Superior Courts had conviction rates 
of 100.0 percent; Piscataquis County Superior Court had the lowest 
conviction rate of 33.3 percent. Nine defendants were found not 
guilty in six Courts (Androscoggin, Aroostook, Kennebec, Penobscot, 
Somerset and York). (Fig. A-S. Appendix A) 

No first offender cases were dismissed in four Courts: 
Androscoggin, Kennebec, Sagadahoc, and Somerset. Within the 
remaining 12 Courts, dismissal rates ranged from 6.2 percent 
(Aroostook) to 66.6 percent (Piscataquis). 

Of the 490 "first offender" cases adjudicated by Superior Courts, 
36.7 percent were done so in Cumberland and York (180 cases). 
However, of the 91 cases dismissed, 62.6 percent were dismissed in 
these two Courts. 

All Courts imposed an average fine which met or exceeded the 
mandatory minimum of $300. Actual fines ranged from $lSO (York) to 
$1,000 (Cumberland and Franklin). 

All license suspensions imposed were either the manadatory minimum 
or exceeded it. Suspensions ranged from 90 days (all Courts) to 36S 
days (eight Courts). 

Fifteen Courts imposed 
offender convictions. 
(Oxford and Sagadahoc) 
ranged from one day in 
364 days in two courts 

jail sentences in 69.2 percent of the first 
Average jail sentences ranged from two days 
to 36 days (Kennebec). Actual jail sentences 
three Courts (Franklin, Lincoln and York) to 
(Penobscot and Somerset). 

Second Offenders: Disposition of Cases by Superior Cou~t. No 
second offender cases were adjudicated in Piscataquis and Sagadahoc 
County Superior Courts. Two of the remaining 14 Courts that tried 
such cases had 100.0 percent conviction rates (Kennebec and 
Somerset). The lowest conviction rate was 50.0 percent (Oxford). 
Dismissal rates in these cases ranged from 3.8 percent (Penobscot) 
to 4S.4 percent (Waldo). 

Data in Fig. A-7 in Appendix A indicate that fines below the 
mandatory minimum of $500 for a second OUI conviction were imposed 
in all but one Court (Aroostook). Fines ranged from $300 in five 
Courts (Cumberland, Franklin, Hancock, Penobscot and Waldo) to 
$1500 in one Court (Kennebec). 
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The average license suspension period imposed in second offender 
convictions was 324 days -- the mandatory minimum is 365 days. A 
review of this data by Court reveals that in all by Washington 
County Superior Court, 90-day license suspension- periods were 
imposed. (Note: Piscataquis and Sagadahoc did not adjudicate any 
cases involving defendants charged with a second OUI offense.) 

---when jail sentences were imposed by Superior Courts, the average 
term ~as 31 days -- 14 days longer than the mandatory minimum (7 
days). All but one Court (Penobscot), however, imposed jail 
sentences below the minimum required for a second OUI conviction. 
Sentences ranged from a low of one day in one Court (Lincoln) to 364 
days in two courts (Cumberland and Kennebec). 

• Third and Subsequent Offenders: Disposition of Cases by Superior 
Courts. As of February 23, 1987, Hancock and Washington County 
Superior Courts had not adjudicated any 1986 cases which involved a 
third or subsequent OUI within a six-year period (Fig. A-8, Appendix 
A). Ninety such cases were adjudicated in the remaining 14 Superior 
Courts. The largest number (17 cases or 18.8%) were adjudicated in 
Penobscot County Superior Court. All such cases tried in seven 
Courts resulted in convictions; conviction rates in the other seven 
Superior Courts ranged from 25.0 percent (Aroostook) to 82.3 percent 
(Penobscot). Dismissal rates ranged from 17.6 percent (Penobscot) 
to 75.0 percent (Aroostook). 

Fines were imposed in all but two convictions, and licenses ~vere 
suspended and jail sentences were imposed in all but one 
conviction. The average fine imposed by courts was $685, ranging 
from $300 to $1,000. DMV data indicate that nine Courts imposed 
fines below the mandatory minimum of $750 upon conviction for a 
third or subsequent OUI offense within six years. 

The average license suspension period imposed by Courts was 555 
days, ranging from 365 to 730 days. In eleven of the fourteen 
Courts that convicted third (or subsequent) OUI offenders, license 
suspension periods below the mandatory minimum of two years (730 
days) were imposed. 

The average jail sentence imposed by Superior Courts was more than 
four times greater than required by law. The mandatory minimum for 
a third (or subsequent) OUI conviction (within six years) is 30 
days; the average imposed by Courts was 130 days. However, six 
courts imposed jail sentences which were below the 30-day minimum, 
ranging from two days (York and Kennebec) to 21 days (Somerset). 
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DISPOSITION OF JUVENILE OUI CASES 

In addition to the 6,610 OUI (adult) cases discussed in the preceding 
section, Maine Courts had also adjudicated 951 juvenile cases (20 years of age 
and younger) as of February 23, 1987. The juvenile cases adjudicated, as with 
adult OUI offenders, had 1986 violation dates. These statistics include only 
those juveniles whose BAC a~ apprehension was .10 percent or greater. The 
disposition of juvenile OUI cases was almost identical to the disposition of 
adult OUI offenders (Fig. 1-16). 

Figure 1-16 

COMPARISON OF COURT FINDINGS: JUVENILE AND ADULT 1986 OUI CASES 

JUVENILES ADULTS 
DISPOSITION No. % No. % 

Guilty 814 85.6 5,635 85.3 
Not Guilty 5 0.5 44 0.7 
Dismissed-PLC 21 2.2 168 2.5 
Dismissed III 11.7 763 ll.5 

TOTAL 951 100.0 6,610 100.0 

Most of the juvenile cases were adjudicated in District Courts (92.5%); 
71 cases (7.5%) were adjudicated in Superior Courts. As apparent from 
Figure 1-17, the overall conviction rate was higher in District Courts 
(86.5 %) than in Superior Courts (86.5% vs. 73.2%). The average penalties 
imposed, however, were more severe in Superior Courts. 

Figure 1-17 

COMPARISON OF 1986 JUVENILE CASES~ DISTRICT AND SUPERIOR COURTS 

DISTRICT COURTS SUPERIOR' COURTS 
DISPOSITION No. % No. % 

Guilty 762 86.5 . 52 73.2 
Not Guilty 4 0.4 1 1.4 
Dismissal - PLC 21 2.3 0 0.0 
Dismissed 93 10.5 18 25.3 

TOTAL 880 99.7 71 99.9 
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The following summarizes the penalties imposed by Courts in juvenile 
cases. Individual Court statistics are contained in Appendix A, Fig. A-9 
(District Courts) and Fig. A-10 (Superior Courts). 

Fines ranged from $50 to $750 in District Courts with the average fine 
being $341. Fines were imposed in 96.9 percent of the convictions. 
Superior Court fines ranged from $300 to $1500; the average fine was 
$401. Fines were imposed in 96.2 percent of the juvenile OUI convictions. 

License suspensions ranged from 90 days to 730 days both in Superior and 
District Courts. However, the average license suspension in Superior 
Courts was 30 days longer (145 vs. 115 days). 

Jail sentences were imposed in 55.3 percent of the juvenile convictions 
in District Courts compared to 71.2 percent of the convictions in 
Superior Courts. District Courts imposed jail sentences ranging from one 
day (seven Courts) to five years (one Court), while Superior Court jail 
terms ranged from one day (two Courts) to 180 days (one Court). The 
average jail sentence imposed by Superior Courts was seven days longer 
than the average imposed by District Courts (17 vs. 10 days). 

27 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

1'1 
'i 

:1 

II 

--------------------------

DRIVER EDUCATION EVALUATION PROGRAM 

As of February 23, 1987 -- the date statistics were generated for this 
report -- Maine Courts had adjudicated 7,561 adult and juvenile 1986 OUI 
cases. Only 30.2 p.ercent 0,945) of those convicted (6,449) had met all DEEP 
requirements as of that date (Fig. 1-18). 

Figure 1-18 

DEEP COMPLETION AND RECIDIVISM RATES FOR PROGRAM COMPLETORS BY COUNTY -- 1986 

COUNTY 

MET ALL 
REQUIRE

MENTS 
NO. % 

Androscoggin 154 
Aroostook 143 
Cumberland 369 
Franklin 27 
Hancock 76 
Kennebec 180 
Knox 72 
Lincoln 55 
Oxford 55 
Penobscot 201 
Piscataquis 43 
Sagadahoc 67 
Somerset 47 
Waldo 57 
Washington 69 
York 244 
Unknown 86 

TOTAL 1,945 

DEEP COMPLETION 

10 HOUR 
PROGRAM 

NO. % 

105 68.2 
99 69.2 

229 62.1 
22 81. 5 
46 60.5 

120 66.7 
49 68.1 
38 69.1 
39 70.9 

109 54.2 
28 65.1 
41 61.2 
30 63.8 
40 70.2 
41 59.4 

170 69.7 
65 75.6 

1,271 65.3 

EVAL. 
REHAB. 

NO. % 

49 31.8 
44 30.8 

140 37.9 
5 18.5 

30 39.5 
60 33.3 
23 31. 9 
17 30.9 
16 29.1 
92 45.8 
15 34.9 
26 38.8 
17 36.2 
17 29.8 
28 40.6 
74 30.3 
21 24.4 

674 34.7 

RECIDIVISM RATES 
BY OFFENSE 

OUI 
NO. % 

2 1.3 
1 0.7 
2 0.5 

1 0.6 
1 1.4 

1 1.8 
2 1.0 

1 1.2 

11 0.6 

OAS 
NO. % 

1 0.7 
3 2.1 
2 0.5 

1 1.3 
2 1.1 
2 2.8 

2 1.0 

1 0.4 
2 2.3 

16 0.8 

HO 
NO. 

1 

1 

% 

1.5 

0.1 

As depicted in Figure 1-18, about two-thirds of the 1986 DEEP clients who 
met all requirements for license restoration, did so by completing the 
ten-hour program only. The rema~ning DEEP clients were required to have an 
alcohol evaluation completed and, if indicated, participate in and complete 
alcohol-related rehabilitation. . 
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As in previous annual OUI reports, the reader should interpret DEEP data 
cautiously because the statistics contained in this report present only a 
partial picture of DEEP participation. 

• 

• 

• 

The 1,945 DEEP completors were OUI Offenders who were arrested in 
1986, and also were convicted and completed DEEP before February 23, 
1987. OUI offenders whose violation occurred before 1986 but who 
completed DEEP during 1986, or before February 23, 1987, are not 
included in the statistics. (A total of 7,143 adults juveniles 
completed DEEP during calendar year 1986.) 

Data in Figure 1-18 do not contain information concerning the number 
of DEEP clients in the ten-hour program referred by DEEP instructors 
for alcohol-related evaluation/treatment. It only shows the number 
who met all requirements. Thus, the referral and drop-out rates are 
unknown. 

In order for an OUI offender to become a recidivist statistic, 
he/she must be caught for OUI, OAS or HO violation in 1986, after 
already having been convicted of a 1986 OUI, and convicted again 
before February 23, 1987. 
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II. OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION OF LICENSE 

FIVE-YEAR OVERVIEW (1982-1986) 

Disposition of oAs CASES (1982 - 1986) 

• 

• 

• 

24,646 
4,929 

19,437 
5,887 

78.9% 
68.5% 
83.3% 

5,015 

1,003 

20.3% 
16.3% 
29.6% 

OAS Cases Adjudicated (Based on Annual ~UI Reports) 
Average Number of OAS Cases Adjudicated Per Year 

OAS Convictions 
Average Number. of OAS Convictions Per Year 

Five-Year OAS Conviction Rate 
Lowest OAS Conviction Rate (1982) 
Highest OAS Conviction Rate (1986) 

OAS Dismissals (826 Dismissals for a Plea to a Lesser 
Charge and 4,189 Dismissals) 
Average Number of Cases Dismissed Per Year 

Five-Year Dismissal Rate 
Lowest OAS Dismissal Rate (1986) 
Highest Dismissal Rate (1982) 

Disposition of OUI-Related OAS Cases (1984-1986) 

• 

• 

• 

4,006 
24.2% 
1,335 

3,289 
1,096 

82.1% 
81.0% 
84.9% 

705 

235 

17.6% 
14.9% 
18.9% 

~UI-Related OAS Cases Adjudicated 
Percent of all OAS Cases Adjudicated (1984-1986) 
Average Number of ~UI-Related OAS Cases Adjudicated Per 
Year 

~UI-Related OAS Convictions 
Average Number of ~UI-Related OAS Convictions Per Year 

Three-Year Conviction Rate 
Lowest Conviction Rate (1986) 
Highest Conviction Rate (1984) 

~UI-Related OAS Dismissals (109 Dismissals for a Plea to 
a Lesser Charge and 596 Dismissals) 
Average Number of ~UI-Related OAS Cases Dismissed Per Year 

Three-Year Dismissal Rate 
Lowest -OUI-Related OAS Dissmissal Rate (1984) 
Highest ~UI-Related OAS DIsmissal Rate (1986) 
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STATEWIDE DISPOSITION OF OAS CASES 

The OAS conviction rate in 1986 was the highest rate in five years 
(83.3%), and the dismissal rate decreased to its lowest of 16.3 percent 
(Fig. II-I). 

100 

90 

80 

Figure 1/-7 
DISPOSITION OF ~ CASES (1982 - 1986) 

• 1992 (n_4.157) 

[J] 1983 (n.a.940) 

[[ill 1984 (n.4.515) 

o 1985 (n 0 5.653) 

Ell 1986 (n.6.381) 

Plea 10 Lesser 
Charge 

DISPOSITION 

As apparent from Fig. 11-2 on the following page, in 1986 about one and 
a half times as many OAS cases were adjudicated at the time the annual OUI 
report was prepared than were adjudicated in 1982, wnile the number of 
convictions in 1986 was almost double that in 1982. 

Fines were imposed by courts from 89.4 percent of the time (1983) to 94.0 
percent (1982), and actual fines ranged from $25 to $1,000 each reporting 
period. Average fines ranged fr')m $122 (1984) to $218 (1982). 

Additional license suspensions were imposed in less than 7.0 percent of 
the OAS convictions, ranging from 3.1 percent in 1984 to 6.5 percent in 1982. 
The shortest suspension period was imposed in 1986 (five days) and the longest 
was imposed in 1982 (1096 days). The average ranged from 199 days (1984) to 
303 days (1982). 

Jail sentences were imposed in less than 20.0 percent of all the OAS 
convictions. The lowest sentencing rate was in 1984 (11.3%) and the highest 
rate-was in 1982 (18.9%). Sentences ranged from one day (the lowest sentence 
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each reporting period) to five years (the maximum in 1985 and 1986). The 
average jail sentence in 1986 was almost three times longer than the average 
imposed in 1982'(41 vs. 14 days). These data are presented in Fig. 11-2. 

Figure II-2 

DISPOSITION OF OAS CASES AND PENALTIES IMPOSED BY COURTS (1982 - 1986) 

YEAR DISPOSITION 

GUILTY NOT GUILTY DISM.-PLC* DISMISSED 
NO. % NO. % NO. % NO. % TOTAL 

1982 2,846 68.5 80 1.9 360 8.7 871 20.9 4,157 
1983 2,951 74.9 31 0.8 122 3.1 836 21.2 3,940 
1984 3,690 81.7 21 0.5 115 2.5 689 15.3 4,515 
1985 4,636 82.0 34 0.6 129 2.3 854 15.1 5,653 
1986 5,314 83.3 28 0.4 100 1.6 939 14.7 6,381 

TOTAL 19,437 78.9 194 0.8 826 3.3 4,189 17.0 24,646 

PENALTIES 

FINE YEAR NO. AND % FINED AVERAGE RANGE 

1982 2,701 94.9 $ 218 $25-1,000 
1983 2,638 89.4 $ 127 $25-1,000 
1984 3,390 91.8 $ 122 $25-1,000 
1985 4,196 90.5 $ 129 $25-1,000 
1986 4,856 91.4 $ 135 $25-1,000 

LIC. NO. AND % LIC. 
SUSP. YEAR SUSPENDED AVERAGE RANGE --

1982 186 6.5 303 Days 7-1096 Days 
1983 109 3.7 281 Days 30-365 Days 
1984 115 3.1 199 Days 20-675 Days 
1985 164, 3.5 282 Days ,20-730 Days 
1986 260 4.9 243 Days 5-730 Days 

JAIL 
SENT. YEAR NO. AND % JAILED AVERAGE RANGE -- --

1982 539 18.9 14 Days 1-335 Days 
1983 419 14.2 22 Days 1-364 Days 
1984 416 11.3 20 Days 1-364 Days 
1985 719 15.5 31 Days 1-999 Days 
1986 747 14.1 41 Days 1-999 Days 

*DISM.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guilty to a lesser charge. 
999 Days = 5 Years 
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STATEWIDE DISPOSITION OF OUI-RELATED OAS CASES 

OUI-re1ated OAS statistics have been presented in annual OUI reports only 
since 1984. Based on data presented in Fig. 11-3, the following are the 
major findings. 

• In 1986, Maine Courts adjudicated 40.0 percent more OUI-re1ated OAS 
cases than in 1984. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

In 1986, the conviction rate was about 4.0 percent lower, but the 
actual number of convictions in 1986 was about 35.0 percent greater 
than in 1984. 

Fines were imposed less frequently in 1986 than in 1984 but, when 
imposed by courts, the average fine in 1986 was $20 greater than in 
1984. 

Licenses were suspended in about 3.0 percent more of the 1986 OAS 
convictions than in 1984, and the average license suspension period 
was 80 days longer. 

Jail sentences were imposed~with greater frequency in 1986 than in 
1984 (35.0% vs. 28.3%). The average jail sentence in 1986 was more 
than double the 1984 average (48 vs. 21 days). The maximum sentence 
imposed in 1986 was five years compared to 364 days in 1984. 
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Figure Il-3 

OUI-RELATED OAS CASES: DISPOSITION AND PENALTIES (1984-1986) 

YEAR DISPOSITION 

GUILTY NOT GUILTY DISM.-PLC* DISMISSED 
NO. % NO. % NO. % NO. - % TOTAL 

1984 935 84.9 2 0.2 30 2.7 134 12.2 1,101 
1985 1,095 81.1 8 0.6 49 3.6 198 14.7 1,350 
1986 1,259 81.0 2 0.1 30 1.9 264 17.0 1,555 

TOTAL 3,289 82.1 12 0.3 109 2.7 596 14.9 4,006 

PENALTIES 

FINE YEAR NO. AND % FINED AVERAGE RANGE --
1984 800 85.6 $ 174 $25-1,000 
1985 880 80.4 $ 181 $50-1,000 
1986 1,053 83.6 $ 195 $35-1,550 

LIC. NO. AND % LIC. 
SUSP. YEAR SUSPENDED AVERAGE RANGE 

1984 76 8.1 247 Days 60-675 Days 
1985 107 9.8 337 Days 30-675 Days 
1986 149 ll.8 329 Days 30-730 Days 

JAIL 
SENT. YEAR NO. AND % JAILED AVERAGE RANGE --

1984 265 28.3 21 Days 1-364 Days 
1985 381 34.8 38 Days 1-365 Days 
1986 441 35.0 48 Days 1-999 Days 

*DISM.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guil ty to a lesser charge. 
999 Days ~ 5 Xears 
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DISTRICT COURTS: DISPOSITION OF OAS CASES 

Maine District Courts disposed of ninety-four percent of the OAS cases 
adjudicated during the last five years (1982-1986). The number of cases 
adjudicated in 1986 was about one and a half times as many as the number 
adjudicated in 1982. Conviction rates steadily increased during the past five 
years -- with the difference between 1982 and 1986 being about 15.0 percent -
increasing from 68.7 to 84.1 percent (Fig. 11-4). 

Figure /1-4 
DISPOSITION OF Q& CASES BY DISTRICT COURTS (1982 - 1986) 
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• 1982 (n-3.923) 

EJ 1983 (n-3.569) 

[illj1984 (n-4.257) 

o 1985 (n-S.366) 

IDi 1986 (n-6.084) 

Plea to Lesser 
Charge 

DISPOSITION 

Based on data contained in annual OUI reports covering the last five 
years~ 23~175 OAS cases were adjudicated by District Courts. The overall 
conviction rate was 79.7 percent (18,474 convictions). The five-year 
dismissal rate was 19.5 percent (4,519 cases). 

Compared with 1982, District Courts imposed fines, extended license 
suspension periods and imposed jail sentences less frequently in 1986 OAS 
convictions. The average fine and license suspension imposed in 1986 was less 
than in 1982. However, the average jail term in 1986 was more than triple the 
average in 1982, 36 days vs. 11 days (Fig. 11-5) •• 
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Figure II-5 

DISPOSITION OF OAS CASES AND PENALTIES IMPOSED BY DISTRICT COURTS (1982-1986) 

YEAR DISPOSITION 

GUILTY NOT GUILTY DISM.-PLC* DISMISSED 
NO. % NO. % NO. % NO. - % TOTAL 

1982 2,696 68.7 77 2.0 335 8.5 815 20.8 3,923 
1983 2,708 75.9 28 0.8 120 3.4 713 19.9 3,569 
1984 3,513 82.5 21 0.5 114 2.7 609 14.3 4,257 
1985 4,452 83.0 33 0.6 122 2.3 759 14.1 5,366 
1986 5,105 84.1 27 0.4 100 1.6 832 13.7 6,064 

TOTAL 18,47L~ 79.7 186 0.8 791 3.4 3,728 16.1 23,175 

PENALTIES 

FINE YEAR NO. AND % FINED AVERAGE RANGE 

1982 2,582 95.8 $ 214 $25-1,000 
1983 2,462 90.9 $ 120 $25-1,000 
1984 3,260 92.8 $ 118 $25-1,000 
1985 4,074 91.5 $ 127 $25-1,000 
1986 4,700 92.1 $ 132 $25-1,550 

LIC. NO. AND % LIC. 
SUSP. YEAR SUSPENDED AVERAGE RANGE --

1982 174 6.5 301 Days 7-1096 Days 
1983 94 3.5 284 Days 1-365 Days 
1984 107 3.1 199 Days 20-675 Days 
1985 152 3.4 277 Days 20-730 Days 
1986 239 4.7 237 Days 5-730 Days 

JAIL 
SENT. YEAR NO. Al~D % JAILED AVERAGE RANGE --

1982 419 15.5 11 Days 1-184 Days 
1983 320 15.3 18 Days 1-364 Days 
1984 353 10.1 17 Days 1-181 Days 
1985 622 14.0 28 Days 1-999 Days 
1986 655 12.8 37 Days 1-999 Days 

*DISM.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guilty to a lesser charge. 
999 Days = 5 Years 

36 



---------------------------------------------------------------------------_.---

OUI-RELATED OAS CASES: District Courts 

since 1984, fifteen percent of the OAS cases adjudicdted by District 
Courts were OUI-related OASis (3,428 cases). Cases adjudicated in 1986 
represent about a 30.0 percent increase over 1984. The findings of th~ 
Courts are summarized below, based upon statistics shown in Fig. 11-6. 

• Convictions: Conviction rates have fluctuated, ranging from 82.2 
percent (1985) to 85.9 percent (1984). The overall conviction rate 
for the three-year period was 84.1 percent. The actual number of 
OUI-related OAS convictions have increased by about 25.0 percent 
since 1984. 

• Dismissals: Dismissal rates have also fluctuated during the last 
three years, increasing in 1985 and then decreasing slightly in 
1986. The dismissal rate for the three-year period was 15.6 
percent. The actual number of cases dismissed in 1986 represents 
about a 40.0 percent increase over 1984 dismissals. 

• Penalties: Courts imposed jail sentences and extended license 
suspension periods more frequently in 1986 than in 1984, fines were 
imposed less frequently in 1986. 

Overall, the average penalties in 1986 were more severe than in 
1984. The average fine in 1986 was $22 greater, the average license 
suspension was 81 days longer, and the average jail term in 1986 was 
more than double the 1984 average (42 vs. 19 days). During this 
three-year period, fines ranged from $25 (1984) to $1550 (1986), 
license suspensions ranged from 30 days (1985-86) to' 730 days 
(1986), and jail terms ranged from one day (1984-1986) to five years 
(1986) • 

Additional OAS statistics perta~~~ng to findings of District Courts may 
be found in Appendix B. Figure B-1 presents combined OAS statistics, i.e., 
OUI-related and not OUI-re1ated cases. Statistics in Figure B"-2 are 
OUI-related OAS cases only, and Figure B-3 deals with OAS cases that were not 
OUI-re1ated. 
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Figure II-6 

OUI-RELATED OAS CASES: DISPOSITION AND PENALTIES IMPOSED 
BY DISTRICT COURTS (1984-1986) 

YEAR DISPOSITION 

GUILTY NOT GUILTY DISM.-PLC* DISMISSED 
NO. % NO. % NO. % NO. - % --,---

1984 840 85.9 2 0.2 30 3.1 106 10.8 
1985 994 82.2 7 0.6 46 3.8 162 13.4 
1986 1,050 84.6 1 0.1 30 2.4 160 12.8 

TOTAL 2,884 84.1 10 0.3 106 3.1 428 12.5 

PENALTIES 

FINE YEAR NO. AND % FINED AVERAGE 

1984 740 88.1 $ 169 
1985 819 82.4 $ 176 
1986 897 85.4 $ 191 

LIC. NO. AND % LIC. 
SUSP. YEAR SUSPENDED AVERAGE 

1984 69 8.2 251 Days 
1985 97 9.8 334 Days 
1986 128 12.2 332 Days 

JAIL 
SENT. YEAR NO. AND % JAILED AVERAGE 

1984 216 25.7 19 Days 
1985 315 31.7 36 Days 
1986 349 33.2 42 Days 

TOTAL --
978 

1,209 
1,241 

3,428 

RANGE --
$25-1,000 
$50-1,000 
$35-1,550 

RANGE 

60-675 Days 
30-675 Days 
30-730 Days 

RANGE --
1-180 Days 
1-364 Days 
1-999 Days 

*DISH.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guilty to a lesser charge. 
999 Days = 5 Years 
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SUPERIOR COURTS: DISPOSITION OF OAS CASES 

During the last five years, Maine Superior Courts adjudicated about 6.0 
percent of the OAS cases reported upon in annual OUI reports. As depicted in 
Fig. 11-7, conviction and dismissal rates have fluctuate~ from one year to 
another. Overall, about two-thirds of the OAS cases adjudicated in Superior 
Courts resulted in a conviction. 

Figure /1·7 
DISPOSITION OF ~ CASES BY SUPERIOR COURTS (1982 - 1986) 
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DISPOSITION -

In 1986 OAS convictions, fines and jail sentences were imposed less 
frequently than in 1982. Over the five-year period, sentencing practices have 
been mixed. For example, in 1982 fines were imposed in 79.3 percent of the 
OAS convictions, dropping to 66.9 percent in 1985, and increasing to 74.6 
percent of the convictions in 1986. A similar pattern was found ~.,ith jail 
sentences. The percentage of convictions which included a jail term as part 
of the sentence decreased in 1983 and again in 1984, increased in 1985, then 
decreased again in 1986. Licenses were suspended during the last five years 
in a similar erratic fashion. Fines were imposed with greatest frequency, 
jail terms with somewhat less frequency, and licenses were suspended 
infrequently. 
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The average 1986 fine was $77 greater than in 1982, but the license 
suspension period was 25 days shorter. The severity of fines steadily 
decreased through 1984, then increased in 1985, and increased again in 1986. 
License suspensions dropped to an average of 208 in 1984, peaked in 1985 (342 
days), then dropped to an average of 309 days in 1986. 

I 
The average jail term increased steadily during the past five years, with 

the 1986 average jail sentence being was more than double the 1982 average (70 
vs. 33 days). OAS statistics concerning disposition of OAS cases and 
penalties imposed by Superior Courts are presented in Fig. 11-8. 

OUI-RELATED OAS CASES: Superior Courts 

Since 1984, about 40.0 percent of the OAS cases adjudicated in Superior 
Courts were ~UI-related OAS's. Superior Courts adjudicated two and a half 
times the number of OUI-re1ated cases in 1986 as they did in 1984 (314 vs. 123 
cases). The findings of the Courts for the three-·year period are contained in 
Figure 11-9. The following is a summary of those statistics. 

• Convictions: Although the actual number of convictions more than 
doubled from 1984 to 1986, conviction rates declined each year by 
about five percent. The three-year conviction rate was 70.1 percent. 

• Dismissals: The number of cases dismissed in 1986 was more than 
triple the number dismissed in 1984. The dismissal rate in 1986 was 
about 10.0 percent greater than in 1984. 

• Penalties: Fines and license suspensions were most frequently 
imposed in 1986, 74.6 percent and 10.0 percent, respectively. Jail 
terms were imposed most frequently in 1985 (65.3%) and least often 
in 1986 (44.0%). 

The average fine in 1986 was $23 less than in 1984, and $33 less 
than in 1985. The average suspension in 1986 was 104 days longer 
than in 1984, but it was 56 days shorter than the average license 
suspension in 1985. The average jail sentence in 1986 was more than 
double the average term in 1984 (70 vs. 33 days). 

During the three-year period, fines in OUI-related OAS cases ranged 
from $25 (1984) to $750 (1986), license suspensions ranged from 30 
to 365 days (1986), and jail sentences ranged from one day to five 
years (1986). 

Additional Superior Court statistics for 1986 are presented in Appendix 
B. Figure B-4 contains a combined OAS count, i.e, OUI-related and other OAS 
cases, Figure B-5 contains OUI-related OAS data only, and Figure B-6 are other 
OAS statistics (not ~UI-related OAS's). 
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Figure II-8 

DISPOSITION OF OAS CASES AND PENALTIES IMPOSED BY SUPERIOR COURTS (1982-1986) 

YEAR DISPOSITION 

GUILTY NOT GUILTY DISM.-PLC* DISMISSED 
NO. - % NO. % NO. - % NO. - % TOTAL 

1982 150 64.1 3 1.3 25 10.7 56 23.9 234 
1983 243 65.5 3 0.8 2 0.5 123 33.2 371 
1984 177 68.6 0 0.0 1 0.4 80 31.0 258 
1985 184 64.1 1 0.4 7 2.4 95 33.1 287 
1986 209 65.9 1 0.3 0 0.0 107 33.7 317 

TOTAL 963 65.6 8 0.6 35 2.4 461 31.4 1,467 

PENALTIES 

FINE YEAR NO. AND % FINED AVERAGE RANGE --
1982 119 79.3 $ 296 $50-600 
1983 176 72.4 $ 223 $50-750 
1984 130 73.4 $ 205 $25-800 
1985 123 66.9 $ 216 $50-500 
1986 156 74.6 $ 219 $50-750 

LIC. NO. AND % LIC. 
SUSP. YEAR SUSPENDED AVERAGE RANGE --

1982 12 8.0 334 Days 90-548 Days 
1983 18 7.4 220 Days 30-365 Days 
1984 8 4.5 208 Days 90-225 Days 
1985 12 6.5 342 Days 90-365 Days 
1986 21 10.1 309 Days 30-365 Days 

JAIL 
SENT. YEAR NO. AND % JAILED AVERAGE RANGE 

1982 70 46.7 33 Days 2-335 Days 
1983 99 40.7 36 Days 2-364 Days 
1984 63 35.6 38 Days 2-364 Days 
1985 97 52.7 52 Days 2-365 Days 
1986 92 44.0 70 Days 1-999 Days 

*DISM.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guilty to a lesser charge. 
999 Days = 5 Years 
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Figure II-9 

OUI-RELATED OASCASES: DISPOSITION AND PENALTIES IMPOSED 
BY SUPERIOR COURTS (1982-1986) 

YEAR DISPOSITION 

GUILTY NOT GUILTY DISM.-PLC* DISMISSED 
NO. - % NO. % NO. % NO. - % TOTAL --

1984 95 77 .2 0 0.0 0 0.0 28 22.8 123 
1985 101 71.6 1 0.7 3 2.1 36 25.5 141 
1986 209 66.5 1 0.3 0 0.0 104. 33.1 314 

TOTAL 405 70.1 2 0.4 3 0.5 168 29.0 578 

PENALTIES 

FINE YEAR NO. AND % FINED AVERAGE RANGE 

1984 60 63.2 $ 242 $25-600 
1985 61 60.4 $ 252 $50-500 
1986 156 74.6 $ 219 $50-750 

LIG. NO. AND % LIC. 
SUSP. YEAR SUSPENDED AVERAGE RANGg 

1984 7 7.4 205 Days 90-225 Days 
1985 10 9.9 365 Days 365-365 Days 
1986 21 10.0 309 Days 30-365 Days 

JAIL 
SENT. YEAR NO. AND % JAILED AVERAGE RANGE 

1984 79 51.6 33 Days 2-364 Days 
1985 66 65.3 44 Days 2-365 Days 
1986 92 44.0 70 Days 1-999 Days 

*DISM.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guil ty to a lesser charge. 
999 Days = 5 Years 
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III. OPERATING AFTER HABITUAL OFFENDER REVOCATION 

FIVE-YEAR OVERVIEW (1982-1986) 

Disposition of All HO Cases (1982-1986) 

• 

• 

• 

~181 
436 

1,511 
503 

69.3% 
55.6% 
78.2% 

652 

130 

29.9% 
21.3% 
42.1% 

ao Cases Adjudicated (Based on Annual ~UI Reports 
Average Number of lIO Cases Adjudicated Per Year 

HO Convictions 
Average Number of RO Convictions Per Year 

Five-Year HO Conviction Rate 
Lowest HO Conviction Rate (1982) 
Highest HO Conviction Rate (1984) 

HO Dismissals (Ill Dismissals for a Plea to a Lesser 
Charge and 541 Dismissals) 
Average Number of HO Dismissals Per Year 

Five-Year HO Dismissal Rate 
Lowest HO Dismissal Rate (1984) 
Highest HO Dismissal Rate (1982) 

Disposition of ~UI-Related HO Cases (1984-1986) 

• 

• 

• 

910 
303 

65.4% 

639 
213 

70.2% 
66.3% 
79.7% 

267 

89 

29.4% 
19.910 
33.2% 

O~I-Related HO Cases Adjudicated 
Average Number of ~UI-related lIO Cases Adjudicated Per 
Year 
Percentage of All HO Cases Adjudicated (l98Lf-1986) 

~UI-Related HO Convictions 
Average Number of ~UI-Related HO Convictions Per Year 

Three-Year Conviction Rate 
Lowest Conviction Rate (1985) 
Highest Conviction Rate (1984) 

~UI-Related HO Dismissals (27 Dismissals for a Plea to a 
Lesser Charge and 240 Dismissals) 
Average Number of ~UI-Related HO Cases Dismissed Per Year 

Three-Year Dismissal Rate 
Lowest ~UI-Related HD Dismissal Rate 
Highest ~UI-Related Ho Dismissal Rate (1986) 
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STATEWIDE DISPOSITION OF HO CASES 

An apparent from Fig. III-I, The HO conviction rate peaked in 1984, 
decreased substantially in 1985, and then declined slightly in 1986. 
Dismissal rates for a plea of guilty to a lesser charge followed a similar 
pattern, but peaked in 1983, and then declined steadily each year thereafter. 
The straight dismissal rate was highest in 1982, dropped to the lowest rate in 
1984; and then increased in 1985 and 1986 to 32.6 and 36.7 percent, 
respectively. 

Figure //1-1 
DISPOSITION OF I:!Q. CASES (1962 - 1966) 
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DISPOS1T10N 

Data for the last five years indicate that an HO conviction will very 
likely result in a jail sentence and maybe a fine, but sentencing will least 
likely include an additional license suspension period. 

As apparent from the data in Fig. 1II-2, fines were imposed in as many 
as 29.5 percent of the HO convictions (1982) and in as few as 15.2 percent 
(1985). Annual averages ranged from $361 (1984) to $539 (1985), with actual 
fines ranging from $50 (1983-1984) to $2,000 (1985). 

License suspensions were extended in 8.8 percent of the 1984 HO 
convictions and in only 1.1 percent in 1982. Annual averages have increased 
since 1982 -- in 1986 the average was 365, double the 1982 average. Actual 
license suspensions imposed by Courts have ranged from 20 days (1984) to 365 
days (also in 1984). 
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Sentencing included a jail term in as many as 96.2 percent of the HO 
convictions (1986), and in as few as 61.1 (1982). Annual averages during the 
past five years have ranged from 70 days" (1982) to 284 (1986); with actual 
sentences ranging from one day (1983-1985) to five years (1983-1986). 

Figure III-2 

DISPOSITION OF HO CASES AND PENALTIES IMPOSED BY COURTS (1982 - 1986) 

YEAR DISPOSITION 

GUILTY NOT GUILTY DISM.-PLC* DISMISSED 
NO. % NO. % NO. - % NO. - % TOTAL 

1982 95 55.6 4 2.3 8 4.7 64 37.4 171 
1983 473 76.5 6 0.9 59 9.6 80 13.0 618 
1984 308 78.2 2 0.5 33 8.4 51 12.9 394 
1985 323 65.0 3 0.6 9 1.8 162 32.6 497 
1986 312 62.3 3 0.6 2 0.4 184 36.7 501 

TOTAL 1,511 69.3 18 0.8 III 5.1 541 24.8 2,181 

PENALTIES 

FINE YEAR NO. AND % FINED AVERAGE RANGE 

1982 28 29.5 $ 529 $100-1,000 
1983 81 17.1 $ 422 $ 50-1,000 
1984 59 19.2 $ 361 $ 50- 500 
1985 49 15.2 $ 539 $100-2,000 
1986 78 25.0 $ 463 $ 75-1,500 

LIC. NO. AND % LIC. 
SUSP. YEAR SUSPENDED AVERAGE RANGE 

1982 1 1.1 183 Days 183-183 Days 
1983 24 5.1 183 Days 60-365 Days 
1984 27 8.8 198 Days 20-675 Days 
1985 5 1.6 365 Days 365-365 Days 
1986 11 3.5 365 Days 365-365 Days 

JAIL 
SENT. YEAR NO. AND % JAILED AVERAGE RANGE 

1982 58 61.1 70 Days 2-365 Days 
1983 371 78.4 101 Days 1-999 Days 
1984 229 74.4 159 Days 1-999 Days 
1985 306 94.7 252 Days 1-999 Days 
1986 300 96.2 284 Days 5-999 Days 

*DISM.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guilty to a lesser charge. 
999 Days = 5 Years 
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STATEWIDE DISPOSITION OF OUI-RELATED HO CASES 

As with OAS data, OUI-related HO statistics have been included in annual 
OUI reports since 1984. Information for the three-year period is presented in 
Fig. 111-3, with the major observations summarized below. 

• In 1986, Maine Courts adjudicated 31.4 percent more OUI-related HO 
cases than in 1984. 

• The 1986 conviction rate was 13.2 percent lower than l.n 1984. The 
actual number of convictions increased by about 10.0 percent in 1986 
~ompared to 1984. 

o Fines were imposed more often in 1986 than in 1984 (23.7% vs. 15.4%) 
and the average fine was more severe. Actual fines imposed during 
the three years ranged from $50 (1984) to $2,000 (198?-86). 

• License suspensi,ms (additional) were imposed less often in 1986 
than in 1984 (4.0% vs. 11.1%), but the average suspension period in 
1986 was more than double the 1984 average. License suspensions 
over the least three years, in 36 convictions, ranged from 60 days 
(1984) to two years (1986). 

• Sentencing included a jail term in 97.8 percent of the 1986 HO 
convictions, representi~; an increase of 18.5 percent compared to 
19S4. The average jail sentence in 1986 was 130 days longer than in 
1984. Jail terms during the last three years ranged from two days 
(1984) to five years (1984~86). 
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OUI-RELATED HO CASES: DISPOSITION AND PENALTIES (1984-1986) " 

YEAR DISPOSITION 

GUILTY NOT GUILTY DISM.-PLC* DISMISSED 
NO. - % NO. % NO. - % NO. - % TOTAL 

" 

• 1984 208 79.7 1 0.4 23 8.8 29 11.1 261 
1985 203 66.3 2 0.7 3 1.0 98 32.0 306 

• 
1986 228 66.5 1 0.3 1 0.3 113 32.9 343 

TOTAL 639 70.2 4 0.4 27 3.0 240 26.4 910 

~ 

I PENALTIES 

t" FINE YEAR NO. AND % FINED AVERAGE RANGE ! 
i~ 

• 1984 32 15.4 $ 342 $ 50- 500 
1985 25 12.3 $ 632 $250-2,000 
1986 54 23.7 $ 457 $200-2,000 

LIC. NO. AND % LIC. 
SUSP. YEAR SUSPENDED AVERAGE RANGE 

1984 23 11.1 208 Days 60-675 Days 
1985 4 2.0 365 Days 365-365 Days 
1986 9 4.0 486 Days 365-730 Days 

JAIL 
SENT. YEAR NO. AND % JAILED AVERAGE RANGE 

1984 165 79.3 166 Days 2-999 Days 
1985 195 96 .1 146 Days 5-999 Days 
1986 223 97.8 296 Days 5-999 Days 

*DISM.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guilty to a lesser charge. 
e 999 Days = 5 Years ~ 
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DISTRICT COURTS: DISPOSITION OF HO CASES 

Thirty-five percent of the 1986 HO cases were adjudicated in Maine 
District Courts. As apparent from Fig. 111-4, only 29.8 percent of the 174 
cases adjudicated resulted in a conviction, with 70.0 percent being dismissed. 

Figure 111-4 
DISPOSITION OF HO CASES BY DISTRICT COURTS (1982 - 1966) 
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DISPOSITION 

The 1986 HO Conviction rate was the second lowest rate during the last 
five years -- the lowest rate was in 1982 (18.4%). The 1982 and 1986 
conviction rates were both below the five-year average of 36.2 percent. 

In only 25.0 percent of the 1986 HO convictions defendants were fined, 
compared to 71.4 percent in 1982. Average fines fluctuated during the last 
five year, increasing or decreasing each year. The actual fines imposed 
ranged from $100 (1982-1984 and 1986) to $1,000 (1982-83 and 1985-86). 

Jail terms were imposed most often, ranging from 57.1 percent of the 
convictions (1982) to 93.4 percent (1985). The severity of jail sentences 
have fluctuated from one year to another, with annual averages ranging from 42 
days (1982) to 206 days (1985). In both 1985 and 1986, five-year jail 
sentences were imposed by District Courts. 
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OUI-RELATED HO CASES: District Courts 

During the past three years, 62.6 percent of the HO cases adjudicated by 
District Courts were ~UI-related HO cases (258). The number of HO cases 
adjudicated in District Courts more than doubled from 1984 to 1986. Data for 
the past three years are presented in Fig. 1II-6. The following is a 
summary of court findings and penalties imposed in OUI-related HO cases. 

• Convictions: Annual conviction rates steadily declined during the 
past three years, decreasing by about 23.0 percent since 1984 (55.1% 
vs. 32.7%). The number of convictions increased by about 37.0 
percent from 1984 to 1986. 

• Dismissals. Annual dismissal rates and the actual number of 
dismissals have both increased since 1984. The dismissal rate 
increased from 44.9 to 67.1 percent, and the number of cases 
dismissed more than tripled from 1984 to 1986. 

Penalties: Fines were not imposed in more than 27.0 percent of 
the convictions during any reporting period, and licenses were not 
suspended in more than about 15.0 percent. Jail sentences were 
imposed most frequently, 89.2 percent.in 1986 and about 92.0 percent 
in 1984 and 1985. 

Fines ranged from $250 (1985) to $1,000 (1984 and 1986), license 
suspensions ranged from 90 days (1984) to one year (1985-86), and 
jail sentences ranged from four days (1984) to five years (1986). 

Additional information concerning the disposition of 1986 HO cases by 
District Courts may be found in Appendix C. Figure C-l contains a total count 
of HO cases adjudicated. Figures C-2 and C-3 are a breakdown of the total 
count: statistics concerning OUI-related HO cases (Figure C-2) and statistics 
for other than ~UI-related EO cases (Figure C-3). 
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Figure III-5 

DISPOSITION OF HO CASES AND PENALTIES IMPOSED BY DISTRICT COURTS 
(1982 - 1986) 

YEAR DISPOSITION 

GUILTY NOT GUILTY DISM.-PLC* DISMISSED 
NO. - % NO. % NO. - % NO. - % TOTAL 

1982 14 18.4 2 2.6 6 7.9 54 71.1 76 
1983 45 42.5 3 2.8 27 25.5 31 29.2 106 
1984 43 53.8 ° 0.0 14 17.5 23 28.7 80 
1985 61 38.6 0 0.0 6 3.8 91 57.6 158 
1986 52 29.8 0 0.0 2 1.1 120 68.9 174 

TOTAL 215 36.2 5 0.8 55 9.3 319 53.7 594 

PENALTIES 

FINE YEAR NO. AND % FINED AVERAGE RANGE --
1982 10 71.4 $ 415 $100-1,000 
1083 15 33.3 $ 496 $100-1,000 
1984 11 25.6 $ 359 $100- 500 
1985 15 24.6 $ 523 $250-1,000 
1986 13 25.0 $ 430 $100-1-, 000 

LIG. NO. AND % LIG. 
SUSP. YEAR SUSPENDED AVERAGE RANGE 

1982 1 7.1 183 Days 183-183 Days 
1983 1 2.2 90 Days 90- 90 Days 
1984 5 11.6 157 Days 20-225 Days 
1985 1 1.6 365 Days 365-365 Days 
1986 4 7.7 365 Days 365-365 Days 

JAIL 
SENT. YEAR NO. AND % JAILED AVERAGE RANGE 

1982 8 57.1 42 Days 10- 75 Days 
1983 33 73.3 101 Days 7-548 Days 
1984 35 81.4 75 Days 4-540 Days 
1985 57 93.4 206 Days 6-999 Days 
1986 46 88.5 157 Days 7-999 Days 

*DISM.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guilty to a lesser charge. 
999 Days = 5 Years 
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Figure III-6 

OUI-RELATED HO CASES: DISPOSITION AND PENALTIES IMPOSED 
BY DISTRICT COURTS (1984-1986) 

YEAR DISPOSITION 

GUILTY NOT GUILTY DISM.-PLC* DISMISSED 
NO. - % NO. % NO. - % NO. % TOTAL 

1984 27 55.1 0 0.0 7 14.3 15 30.6 49 
1985 39 40.6 0 0.0 2 2.1 55 57.3 96 
1986 37 32.7 0 0.0 1 0.8 75 66.3 113 

TOTAL 103 39.9 0 0.0 10 3.9 145 56.2 258 

PENALTIES 

FINE YEAR NO. AND % FINED AVERAGE RANGE 

1984 5 18.5 $ 390 $500- 500 
1985 10 25.6 $ 570 $250-1,000 
1986 10 27.0 $ 505 $350-1,000 

LIC. NO. AND % LIC. 
SUSP. YEAR SUSPENDED AVERAGE RANGE --

1984 4 14.8 191 Days 90-225 Days 
1984 1 2.6 365 Days 365-365 Days 
1986 3 8.1 365 Days 365-365 Days 

JAIL 
SENT. YEAR NO. AND % JAILED AVERAGE RANGE --

1984 25 92.6 84· Days 4-540 Days 
1985 36 92.3 171 Days 6-730 Days 
1986 33 89.2 193 Days 7-999 Days 

*DISM.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guilty to a lesser charge. 
999 Days = 5 Years 
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SUPERIOR COURTS: DISPOSITION OF HO CASES 

At the time this report was prepared, 501 HO cases having a 1986 
violation date had been adjudicated. Sixty-five percent of the cases were 
adjudicated in Superior Courts. Conviction and dismissal rates have 
fluctuated during the past five years, with the pattern being an increase in 
the conviction rate followed by a decrease in the subsequent year, etc. This 
fluctuation is apparent in Fig. 111-7. 

Figure 111·7 
DISPOSITION OF HO CASES BY SUPERIOR COURTS (1982 - 1986) 
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D1SPOStTlON 

As in District Courts, the 1986 HO conviction rate was the second lowest 
rate in five years, with the lowest rate being in 1985 (77.3%). The 1986 rate 
was also below the five-year average of 81.7 percent (Fig. 111-8). 

Upon conviction, fines were imposed most frequently in 1986 (25.0%) and 
least frequently in 1985 (13.0%). Average fines ranged from $361 (1984) to 
$592 (1982), and actual fines ranged from $50 (1983-84) to $2,000 (1985). 

License suspensions have not been extended often during the past five 
years. In 1984, suspensions were extended in 8.3 percent of the convictions 
and in 1982, none were additionally suspended. The average license suspension 
in 1986 was most severe (52 f days), as was the maximum imposed (2 years). 
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In 1986, sentencing included a jail term in 97.7 percent of the 
convictions. This rate was exceeded in 1982 when jail terms were imposed in 
98.8 percent of the convictions. The average jail sentence has been steadily 
increasing since 1982, more than quadrupling by 1986 (73 vs. 307 days). 
During the last five years, jail sentences have ranged from a low of one day 
(1983-85) to five years (1983-86). 

OUI-RELATED HO CASES: Superior Courts 

Two-thirds of the HO cases adjudicated by Superior Courts during the past 
three years were OUI-related. The number adjudicated annually has not 
increased substantially. The number of cases adjudicated in 1986 represents 
about an 8.0 percent increase over 1984. Annual statistics covering 1984 
through 1986 are presented ~n Fig. 111-9, while the following summarizes 
those statistics. 

• Convictions: Compared to 1984, the 1986 conviction rate was 
slightly lower (85.4 vs. 83.0%). It was, however, above the 
three-year average and the 1985 conviction rate. 

• Dismissals: The 1986 dismissal rate was higher than the 1984 rate 
and the three-year average. It was, however, lower than the 1985 
rate by about 5.0 percent. 

• Penalties: In 19$6, fines and jail terms were imposed most 
frequently (23.0% and 99.5%, respectively), and additional license 
suspensions were imposed least frequently (3.1%). Although, the 
actual percentages differ during previous reporting periods, the' 
pattern was basically the same as in 1986. 

Average fines have fluctuated from one year to another. In 1984, 
the average was $333, in 1985 it was slightly more than double the 
1984 average and then in 1986 it dropped to $446. Actual fines 
during the three years ranged from $50 (1984) to $2,000 (1985). 

Average license suspensions have steadily increased since 1984. By 
1986, the average increased by two and a half times. License 
suspensions were extended, however, in only six of the 191 HO 
convictions in 1986. Actual suspensions ranged from 60 days (1984) 
to two years (1986). 

The severity of jail terms increased each year. In 1984, the 
average sentence was 181 days. The average jail sentence in 1986 
(314 days), represents an increase of 73.5 percent over 1984. In 
1986, sentencing included a jail term much more often than in 1984 
(99.5% vs. 77.3%). 

Additional 1986 HO Superior Court statistics are contained in Appendix C 
of this report. Court findings and penalties are presented for each Superior 
Court as follows: Figure C-4 contains information concerning all HO cases 
combined as a total count; Figure C-5 contains statistics for OUI-related HO 
cases only; and Figur.e C-6 contains statistics for other (not ~UI-related) HO 
cases. 
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Figure III-8 

DISPOSITION OF HO CASES AND PENALTIES IMPOSED BY SUPERIOR COURTS 
(1982 - 1986) 

YEAR DISPOSITION 

GUILTY NOT GUILTY DISM.-PLC* DISMISSED 
NO. % NO. % NO. - % NO. % TOTAL --

1982 81 85.3 2 2.1 2 2.1 10 10.5 95 
1983 428 83.6 3 0.6 32 6.2 49 9.6 512 
1984 265 84.4 2 0.6 19 6.1 28 8.9 314 
1985 262 77 .3 3 0.9 3 0.9 71 20.9 339 
1986 260 79.5 3 0.9 0 0.0 64 19.5 327 

TOTAL -1,296 81.7 13 0.8 56 3.5 222 14.0 1,587 

PENALTIES 

FINE YEAR NO. AND % FINED AVERAGE RANGE "--
1982 18 22.2 $ 592 $200-1,000 
1983 66 15.4 $ 405 $ 50-1,000 
1984 48 18.1 $ 361 $ 50-1,000 
1985 34 13.0 '$ 547 $100-2,000 
1986 65 25.0 $ 469 $ 75-1,500 

LIC. NO. AND % LIC. 
SUSP. YEAR SUSPENDED AVERAGE RANGE 

1982 NONE 000 Days 00-000 Days 
1983 23 5.4 207 Days 60-675 Days 
1984 22 8.3 207 Days 60-675 Days 
1985 4 1.5 365 Days 365-365 Days 
1986 7 2.7 521 Days 365-730 Days 

JAIL 
SENT. YEAR NO. AND % JAILED AVERAGE RANGE --

1982 80 98.8 73 D.3Ys 2-365 Days 
1983 338 79.0 101 Days 1-999 Days 
1984 194 73.2 174 DclYs 1-999 Days 
1985 249 95.0 262 DclYs 1-999 Days 
1986 254 97.7 307 Da:ys 5-999 Days 

*DISM.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guilty at a lesser charge. 
999 Days = 5 Years 
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Figure III-9 

OUI-RELATED HO CASES: DISPOSITION AND PENALTIES IMPOSED 
BY SUPERIOR COURTS (1984 - 1986) 

YEAR DISPOSITION 

GUILTY NOT GUILTY DISM.-PLC* DISMISSED 
NO. % NO. % NO. % NO. % TOTAL 

1984 181 85.4 1 0.4 16 7.6 14 6.6 212 
1985 164 78.1 2 0.9 1 0.5 1+3 20.5 210 
1986 191 83.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 38 16.5 230 

TOTAL 536 82.2 4 0.6 17 2.6 95 14.6 652 

PENALTIES 

FINE YEAR NO. AND % FINED AVERAGE RANGE 

1984 27 14.9 $ 333 $ 50- 500 
1985 15 9.1 $ 673 $350-2,000 
1986 14 23.0 $ 446 $200-1,000 

LIC. NO. AND % LIC. 
SUSP. YEAR SUSPENDED AVERAGE RANGE 

1984 19 10.5 212 Days 60-675 Days 
1985 3 1.8 365 Days 365-365 Days 
1986 6 3.1 547 Days 365-730 Days 

JAIL 
SENT. YEAR NO. AND % JAILED AVERAGE RANGE 

1984 140 77 .3 181 Days 2-999 Days 
1985 159 97 .0 263 Days 1-999 Days 
1986 190 99.5 314 Days 5-999 Days 

)\-DISM.-PLC: Dismissed for a plea of guilty at a lesser charge. 
999 Days = 5 Years 
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Figure A-S 

Figure A-6 

Figure A-7 

Figure A-8 

Figure 1\-9 
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BY DISTRICT COURT 

OUI: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT 
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Figure A-l - OUI: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT (Violation Date: January 1 - December 31, 1986) 

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES 

FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE 

Dismissed Avg. Avg. 
DISTRICT COURT Plea Lesser Not Lic. Jail 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Avg. Range No.Lic. Susp. R<lnge No. Sent. Range 
(County) (Court) Cases No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed {Days} Low High 

Androscoggin Lewiston 355 1 .2 354 99.7 354 365 50 750 354 123 90 730 235 9 1 365 

Livermore Falls 35 35 100.0 35 357 300 500 35 113 90 365 20 2 2 7 
Aroostook Caribou 104 1 .9 103 99.0 103 379 300 1000 103 166 90 730 75 10 2 ~34 

Fort Kent 41 41 100.0 41 381 300 750 41 192 90 730 31 18 2 90 
Houlton 89 10 11.2 1 1.1 78 87.6 78 404 300 750 78 178 90 730 75 6 2 90 
Madawaska 29 1 3.4 28 96.5 28 345 300 500 28 119 90 365 16 13 2 180 

Presque Isle 179 2 1.1 177 98.8 177 407 300 750 177 190 90 730 166 7 2 180 
Van Buren 7 7 100.0 7 357 300 500 7 168 90 365 5 2 2 5 

Cumberland Bridgton 54 8 14.8 2 3.7 44 81.4 44 373 300 500 44 133 90 365 31 15 2 270 
Brunswick 157 13 8.2 7 4.4 1 .6 136 86.6 136 366 300 750 136 113 90 130 88 5 2 90 
Portlar.d 829 61 7.3 67 8.0 5 .6 696 83.9 694 361 200 850 695 129 45 730 430 7 2 364 

Franklin Farmington 43 1 2.3 42 97.6 42 460 300 750 42 144 90 730 34 15 2 180 
Hancock Bar Harbor 71 15 21.1 56 78.8 56 348 300 500 56 121 90 365 37 3 2 20 

Ellsworth 140 23 16.4 5 3.5 1 .7 111 79.2 110 383 300 750 111 133 90 730 78 5 2 45 
Kennebec Augusta 353 3 .8 2 .5 348 98.5 345 417 300 1000 347 185 90 730 281 19 2 364 

WatervWe 213 7 3.2 3 1.4 203 95.3 202. 432 250 2250 203 178 90 730 169 31 2 364 
Knolt Rockland 153 4 2.6 149 97.3 149 399 100 1000 149 1 '51 90 71n t;7 71 1 18!L 
Lincoln Wiscasset 177 20 11.2 157 88.7 157 392 300 750 157 132 90 730 130 17 1 364 
Oxford Rumford 82 5 6.0 1 1.2 76 92.6 76 367 300 500 76 122 90 365 58 5 2 60 

So. Paris 39 1 2.5 2 5.1 36 92.6 35 374 300 750 36 145 90 .1730 26 17 2 16..4 
Penobscot Bangor 5tl 35 6.8 - 4 .i 6.77 o?"l liiO ,A"i 300 .i000 672 16.9 90 11'10 600 0 2. 3..61L 

Lincoln 61 1 1.6 60 98.3 60 353 300 600 nO 111 00 f 11;5. 46 -'l .2 i1!0 
Millinocket 74 4 5.4 70 94.5 70 371 250 750 70 160 90 730 54 22 2 270 
Newport 94 2 2.1 92 97.8 92 368 300 500 92 134 90 365 73 7 2 90 

Pi~cataquis Dover-Foxcroft 121 22 18.1 1 .8 98 80.9 9B 372 250 1000 98 153 90 730 70 35 2 364 
Sagadahoc Bath 93 5 5.3 88 94.6 88 378 300 750 88 131 90 730 67 22 2 364 
Somerset Skowhegan 105 5 4.7 1 .9 99 94.2 97 458 300 900 I}I} 171 00 710 III ?1 7 um. 
Waldo Belfast 158 24 15.1 4 2.5 110 1l2.2 130 1~1l 100 ~OO 129. .i26 90 365 92 10 2 _2.ln. 
Washington Calais 129 16 12.4 2 1.5 111 86.0 108 368 150 750 111 134 90 730 74 5 1 ..6..0 j 

Machias 119 8 6.7 2 1.6 1 .8 108 90.7 105 365 250 7~O lOll 144 00 710 70 fA ? _~.Bn. 

York Biddeford 562 182 32.3 47 8.3 3 .5 330 58.7 330 375 250 750 330 134 90 130 251 5 1 364 
Kittery 366 59 16.1 5 1.3 8 2.1 294 80.3 294 371 300 750 294 127 90 730 236 6 1 ,1>6 
Springvale -265 5520.7 25 9.4 1 .3 184 69.4 184 382 35 750 184 144 90 730 144 5 1 90 

STATEWIDE 5808 594 10.2 167 2.8 34 .5--.15013 8~3 4995 382 35 2250 5010 144 45 730 3781 12 1 365 
- --_._- .-- --- - -
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DISTRICT COURT 
No. 

(County) (Court) Cases 

Androscoggin Lewiston 55 
livermore F311s 4 

Aroostook Caribou 16 
Fort Kent 7 

Houlton 17 
Madawaska 3 
Presque Isle 35 
Van Buren 2 

Cumberland Bridgton 12 
Brunswick 12 

Portland 137 

Franklin Farmington 7 

Hancock Bar Harbor 11 
Ellsworth 25 

Kennebec Augusta 75 

Waterville 44 
Knox Rockland 28 
Lincoln Wiscasset 21 
Oxford Rumford 12 

So. Paris 9 
Penobscot Bangor 94 

Lincoln 10 
Millinocket 17 
Newport 19 

Piscataquis Dover-Foxcroft 20 
Sagadahoc Bath 13 
Somerset Skowhegan 19 
Waldo Belfast 24 
Washington Calais 16 

Machias 18 

York Biddeford 87 
Kittery 46 
Springvale 44 

STATEWIDE 959 

..................................... -... ......... ........ ~ .... -_ ..... -- - - -----~--- ------

COURT FINDINGS 

Dismissed 
Plea Lesser Not 

Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. 
No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined 

55 100.0 55 
4 100.0 4 

16 100.0 16 
7 100.0 7 

17. 100.0 17 
3 100.0 3 

1 2.8 34 97.1 34 
2 100.0 2 

3 25.0 1 8.3 I 8 66.6 8 
1 8.3 1 8.3 10 83.3 10 

114 10.2 13 9.4 1 .7 109 79.5 108 
7 100.0 7 

5 45.4 ~ ,24,5 6 
6 24.0 19 76.0 19 
1 1.3 2 2.6 72 96.0 72 
2 4.5 42 95.4 41 

28 100.0 28 
3 14.2 18 85.7 18 

12 100.0 12 
1 11.1 8 88.8 7 

10 10.6 . 2 2.1 82 87.2 82 
1 10.0 9 90.0 9 
2 11.7 15 88.2 15 

19 100.0 19 
3 15.0 17 85.0 17 

13 100.0 13 
1 5.2 18 94.7 17 
3 12.5 21 87 " " 4 25.0 12 75.0 12 
3 16.6 15 83.3 13 

128 32.1 8 9.1 1 1.1 50 57.4 50 
12 26.0 1 2.1 2 4.3 31 67.3 31 

5 11.3 8 18.1 1 2.2 30 68.1 30 

108 11.2 3 3.4 9 .9 809 84.3 803 

"""'~~'1 -"::l''''~"'i \~"''''-<''' 'i< '.l.,e-,i;<.c 

,. -- ----_ .. ----- _--8-_-J - ----, .. _-- -,. .. _-, 
PENALTIES 

! 

FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE 

Avg. Avg. 
Lic. Jail 

Avg. Range No.Lic. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

455 300 750 55 276 90 730 52 22 2 365 
425 350 500 4 227 90 365 2 7 7 7 
493 300 1000 16 111 an 1F;~ 1& 7 ., .n 
542 300 750 7 469 365 730 7 43 7 lHn 
523 350 750 17 375 90 710 17 14 ? an 
500 ~nn ~nn 1 ,F;~ hl';~ ,I';" ., 

" 
., ,an 

513 300 750 34 372 90 730 34 14 2 180 
500 500 500 2 365 365 365 1 5 5 'i 

456 300 500 8 296 90 365 7 ~~ ? ?,n 
485 350 700 10 282 90 365 8 12 2 10 
444 250 750 109 273 90 730 95 15 2 11n 
571 400 750 7 286 90 365 7 10 5, 21 
500 ~nn 'inn F; ,F;'i 1':lF;'i ,I';" f.. , 7 7 
471 300 750 19 263 90 365 17 9 2 30 
493 300 800 72 311 90 730 68 19 2 364 

521 300 1550 42 353 90 730 42 41 2 364 
489 350 1000 2H ,OF; 00 ,F;" ?') • "I'; ? lHn 
505 350 750 18 319 90 365 18 50 2 180 
445 300 500 12 273 90 365 11 12 2 60 
435 350 600 8 261 90 365 8 4 2 8 
489 100 1000 H? ~?i 90 ')'~n H1 1R ? lRO 
477 300 500 9 114 90 1f..'i 9 44 , lAO 
493 300 750 15 297 90 365 15 24 2 90 
428 ,on 'inn 10 .,.", 90 1F;~ 17 11 ? I. "-

485 300 750 17 316 90 365 17 63 2 364 
461 300 500 13 301 90 365 13 41 2 180 
536 350 750 18 324 90 730 17 42 2 180 
4~a lnn ~nn ?n .,I';H an 11';" 19 R -, 4, 
487 300 700 12 296 90 365 12 6 2 9 
450 350 750 15 358 90 730 13 13 2 180 
449 300 700 50 267 90 365 46 6 1 60 
448 300 750 31 282 90 730 28 14 1 L80 

455 300 750 30 279 90 730 28 6 1 10 

476 250 1550 808 303 90 730 759 22 1 365 
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Figure A f. - THIRD OR SUBSEQURNT QUI~ ~OURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT (Violation Date: January 1 - December 31" 1986) 

0-
o 

DISTRICT COURT 

(County) (Court) 

Androscoggin lewiston 
Livermore Falls 

Aroostook Caribou 
Fort Kent 
Houlton 
Madawaska 
Presque Isle 
Van Buren 

Cumberland Bridgton 
Brunswick 
Portland 

Franklin Farmington 
Hancock Bar Harbor 

EHsworth 
Kennebec Augusta 

Waterville . 
Knox Rockland 
Lincoln Wiscasset 
Oxford Rumford 

So. Paris 
Penobscot Bangor 

Lincoln 
Mil!inocket 
Newport 

Piscataquis Dover·Foxcroft 
Sagadahoc Bath 
Somerset Skowhegan 
Waldo Belfast 
Washington Calais 

Machias 
York Biddeford 

Kittery 
Springvale 

STATEWIDE 

No. 
Cases 

6 

9 
2 
5 

10 

2 
2 

17 
1 

2 
4 

28 
9 

3 
7 

1 

1 
?? 

3 
3 
5 

3 
7 

10 
4-

4 
16 
u 
.8 

203 

COURT FINDINGS 

Dismissed 
Plea Lesser Not 

Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. 
No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined 

6 100.0 6 

fo 100./1 fo 

2 100.0 2 
2 40.0 3 60.0 3 

1 10.0 9 90.0 9 

2 100.0 
1 50.0 1 50.0 1 

1 5.8 3 17 .6 13 76.4 13 
1 100.0 1 

2 100.0 
1 25.0 3 75.C 3 

28 100.C 28 
2 22.2 7 77.7 7 

3 100.~ 3 
3 42.8 4 57.1 4 

1 100.0 

1 tOO.-1) 1 

10 4'> 4 
. 

1? 'il. <; 17 

3 100.0 3 
3 100.0 3 
5 100.0 5 

1 33.3 2 66.6 2 
2 28.5 1 14.2 4 57.1 3 
4 40.0 2 20.0 4 40.0 4 

4 100.0 4 

1- 25.0 3 75.0 3 
7 43.7 1 6.2 8 - 50.0 8 
3 25.0 1 8.3 8 66.6 8 

1 12.5 1 12.5 6 75.C 6 

44 21.6 8 3.9 2 .9 149 73·1 148 

PENALTIES 

FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIl. SENTENCE 

Avg. Avg. 
Lic. Jail , 

Avg. Range No.Lic. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

491 350 750 6 288 90 730 5 88 2 364 

s.os. foon 1nnn fo fofoQ 1fo~ . 710 fo In 1 ~ 114 
750 750 750 2 730 730 730 2 75 60 90 
583 500 750 3 275 95 365 3 42 7 90 

611 500 750 9 456 90 730 9 42 7 180 
I 

750 750 750 1 730 730 730 1 60 60 60 
588 350 850 13 357 90 730 13 86 2 364 
750 750 750 1 730 730 730 1 180 180 180 

750 750 750 3 486 365 730 3 30 30 30 
646 . 300 ..lll0J) .28 566 90 710 ..26 In? 7 ,foli I 

1292 750 2250 7 730 730 730 7 220 30 3641 
583 400 750 3 395 90 730 3 130 30 180 I 
687 500 750. 4 638 365 730 4 188 30 364 1 

i 
1'in I _7<;n .7~n ,'In 730 730 1 364 364 364 i 

foR7 <'in ..loon 12 'i17 [36" 710 ..12 R5 2 1fo4 j 

583 500 750 3 486 365 730 3 200 60 270 
500 500 500 3 273 90 365 3 24 5 60 
700 500 1000 5 511 365 730 5 183 7 364 

625 500 750 2 547 365 730 2 120 60 180 
716 500 900 4 547 365 730 4 103 25 180 
425 350 500 4 227 90 365 4 165 30 270 
687 500 750 4 638 365 730 4 33 14- 60 

583 500 750 3 486 365 730 3 41 10 Qn 
618 350 750 8 524 90 730 8 80 2 364, 
575 350 750 8 467 90 730 8 "Q ? 'lfol. i 

708 500 750 6 669 365 730 6 45 10 Qn 

667 300 2250 149 512 90 730 146 98 .2. .36.4 
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Figure A-5 

SUPERIOR 

COURT 

Androscoggin 

Aroostook 

Cumberland 

Franklin 

Hancock 

Kennebec 

Knox 
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Penobscot 

Piscataquis 

Sagadahoc 

Somerset 

Waldo 

Washington 

York 

STATEWIDE 
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OUI: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT (Violation Date: January 1 - December 31, 1986) 

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES 

FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE 

Dismissed Avg. Avg. 
Plea Lesser Not Lie. Jail 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Avg. Range No. Lie. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
Cases No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined Fine Low High Susp. (Days) low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

30 5 16.6 1 3.3 24 80.0 24 391 300 500 24 124 90 365 18 8 2 90 

34 3 8.8 1 2.9 30 88.2 29 541 300 750 30 291 90 730 29 115 2 365 

184 68 36.9 116 63.0 115 383 300 1000 116 163 90 730 81 18 2 364 

i 
59 11 18.6 48 81.3 48 428 300 1000 .48 194 90 730 32 29 1 180 

20 4 20.0 16 80.0 14 382 300 750 16 187 90 730 t {I 11 2 60 

31 31 100.0 25 610 300 1500 29 370 90 730 26 100 2 364 

53 8 15:0 1 1.8 44 83.0 44 435 300 750 44 204 90 730 41 20 2 180 

59 7 11.8 52 88.1 . 52 439 300 750 52 232 90 730 44 33 1 181 
I 

21 .' 
36 2 180 I 8 38.0 1 4.7 12 57.1 12 408 350 750 12 166 90 730 8 

98 11 11. 2 2 ?o R'i. RIi.? 8.5. !£ill. ·,00 1noo gli ?GQ 90 730 73 44 2 364 I 
5 2 40.0 3 60.0 3 600 300 750 3 395 90 730 2 30 30 30 I 

2 2 100.0 2 550 350 750 2 410 90 730 2 16 2 30 I 
/ ! 

57 1 1.7 56 98.2 ,6 432 "on 7S0 % 20Q QO 7'.!n 'in 11i , 364 i 
43 11 25.5 32 74.4 32 382 300 750 32 152 90 730 22 17 2 120 

12 3 25.0 9 75.0 9 433 300 500 9 273 90 365 9 5 2 7 

9.4 28 29.7 1 1.0 3 3.1 62 65.9 62 410 150 750 61 180 90 730 45 20 1 180 ' 

802 169 21.0 1 _ .1_ 10 1.2 622 77.5 612 437 150 1500 619 211 90 730 493 34 1 365 
- ----..::.- - ------ -- ~ --- - --- .- _1-- ----
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Figure A-6 

SUPERIOR 

COURT 

Androscoggin 

Aroostook 

Cumberland 

Franklin 

Hancock 

Kennebec 

Knox 
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Sagadahoc 
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Washington 

York 
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FIRST OUI OFFENSE: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT (Violation Date: January 1 - December 31, 1986) 

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES 

FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION 

Dismissed Avg. 
Plea Lesser Not Lic. 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Avg. Range No. Lic. Susp. Range 
Cases No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High 

20 1 5.0 19 95.0 19 368 30n 500 19 90 90 90 

16 1 6.2 1 6.2 Ii. 87.5 14 460 300 500 14 90 90 90 

118 39 33.0 79 66.9 79 355 300 1000 79 100 90 365 

40 6 15.0 34 85.0 34 383 300 1000 34 106 90 365 

12 1 8.3 11 91.6 10 330 300 350 11 I 123 90 365 

13 13 100.0 11 409 300 500 13 195 90 365 

28 2 7.1 1 3.5 25 89.2 25 366 3PO SOD 25 112 90 365 

J 

36 4 11.1 32 88.8 32 370 300 500 32 98 90 365 

13 5 38.4 8 61.5 8 350 350 350 8 90 90 90 

55 7 12.7 2 3.6 46 83.6 46 372 300 500 46 103 90 365 

3 2 66.6 1 33.3 1 300 300 300 1 90 90 90 

1 1 100.0 1 350 350 350 1 90 90 90 

41 1 2.4 40 97.5 40 376 300 500 40 117 90 365 

27 4 14.8 23 85.1 23 336 300 650 23 90 90 90 

5 2 40.0 3 60.0 3 333 300 350 3 90 90 90 

62 17 27.4 1 1.6 3 4.8 41 66.1 41 357 150 550 41 90 90 90 

4'10 90 18.3 1 .2 9 1.8 390 79.5 _3~_368 150 1000 390 104 90 365 
- ~---- ---- ~----- ~-

- - -

JAIL SENTENCE 

Avg. 
Jail 

No. Sent. Range 
Jailed (Days) Low High 

I 

13 9 2 90 

13 7 2 45 

47 3 2 30 

19 15 1 180 

7 11 2 60 

11 36 2 180 

22 3 2 7 

24 17 1 181 

4 2 2 2 

35 15 2 364 

, 

1 2 2 2 

/ 
34 17 2 364 

13 11 2 90 

3 3 2 7 

26 5 1 90 

272 11 1 364 
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Figure A-7 

SUPERIOR 

COURT 

Androscoggin 

Aroostook 

Cumberland 

Franklin 
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Kennebec 

Knox 
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Sagadahoc 

Somerset 
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Washington 

York 

STATEWIDE 
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SECOND OUI OFFENSE: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT 

COURT FINDINGS 

Dismissed 
Plea Lesser Not 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. 
Cases No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined 

6 2 33.3 4 66.6 4 

9 2 22.2 7 77.7 6 

56 24 42.8 32 57.1 32 

17 5 29.4 12 70.5 12 

8 3 37.5 5 62.5 4 

7 7 100.0 5 

20 4 20.0 16 80.0 16 

16 3 18.7 13 81.2 13 

6 2 33.3 1 16.6 3 50.0 3 

26 1 3.8 25 96.1 25 

12 12 100.0 1~ 

11 5 45.4 6 54.5 6 

7 1 14.2 6 85.7 6 

21 7 33.3 14 66.6 14 

222 59 26.5 1 .4 162 72.9 158 

- - - - - - - -

(Violation Date: Janaury 1 - December 31, 1986) 

PENALTIES 

FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE I 
Avg. Avg. l 
Lie. Jail 

Avg. Range No. Lie. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

475 400 500 4 227 90 365 4 5 2 7 

583 500 750 7 390 90 730 7 111 2 334 

426 300 500 32 253 90 365 29 27 2 364 

500 300 750 12 357 90 730 11 35 2 180 

512, 300 750 5 328 90 730 4 12 . 5 30 

870 350 1500 6 395' 90 730 5 151 2 364 

515 350 750 16 319 90 730 16 29 4 90 

500 350 750 13. 378 90 730 13 28 1 90 

450 350 500 3 181 90 365 3 75 2 180 

552 300 1000 25 383 90 730 24 23 7 90 i 

/ 
512 400 750 12 372 90 730 12 11 4 45 

416 300 500 6 227 90 365 6 6 2 20 

483 400 500 6 365 365 365 6 6 4 7 

450 350 500 13 ?RO Qo 1h'i 1? ~ _'l "10 

501 300 1500 160 324 90 730 152 31 1 364 
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figure A-a TIllRD OR SUBSEQUENT OUI OFFENSE: COURT FINDINGS AND pENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT (Violacion Date: January 1 - December 31, 1986) 

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES 

FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE 

Dismissed Avg. Avg. 
SUPERIOR Plea Lesser Not Lic. Jail 
COURT No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. A'ig. Range No. Lic. Susp. Ran:;e No. Sent. Range 

Cases No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

I I Androscoggin 4 3 15.0 1 25.0 1 500 500 500 1 365 365 365 1 1 7 7 

. 
Aroostook 9 9 100.0 9 638 500 750 9 527 365 730 9 274 30 365 

Cumberland 10 t s 50.0 5 50.0 4 575 300 750 5 584 365 730 5 104 /lO 180 

Franklin 2 2 100.0 2 750 750 750 2 730 730 730 2 135 90 180 

Hancock 

Kennebec 11 11 100.0 9 711 400 1000 10 584 365 730 10 145 2 364 

Knox 5 2 40.0 3 60.0 3 583 500 750 3 365 365 365 3 93 10 180 

Lincoln 7 7 100.0 7 642 500 750 7 573 365 730 7 98 60 180 

Oxford 2 1 50.0 1 50.0 1 750 750 750 1 730 730 730 1 60 60 60 

Penobscot 17 3 17.6 14 82.3 14 767 500 1000 14 547 365 730 14 154 30 354 

Piscataquis 2 2 100.0 2 750 750 750 2 547 365 730 2 30 30 30 

Sagadahoc 1 1 100.0 1 750 750 750 1 730 730 730 1 30 30 30 

I 
Somerset 4 4 100.0 4 750 750 750 4 638 /365 730 4 27 21 30 

Waldo 5 2 40.0 3 60.0 3 666 500 750 3 486 365 730 3 70 30 120 

. 
Washington 

York 11 4- 36.3 7 63.6 7 642 350 750 7 521 36j 730 7 i 95 I 2 180 

STATEWIDE 90 20 22.2 70 77.7 67 I 685 300 1000 69 555 365 730 69 130 2 365 
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Figure A-9 OUI: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT - --- (Juvenile Cases - Violation Date: January 1 - December 31, 1986) 

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES . 

FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION . JAIL SENTENCE J 

Dismissed Avg. Avg. 
DISTRICT COURT Plea Lesser Not Lie. Jail 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guiity No. Avg. Range No.Lic. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
(County) (Court) Cases No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High . . 
Androscoggin Lewiston 47 47 100.0 43 346 300 400 47 101 90 365 30 20 2 365 

Livermore Falls 8 8 100.0 7 314 100 350 7 90 90 90 1 2 2 2 
Aroostook Caribou 22 22 100.0 22 331 300 500 22 152 90 365 10 20 1 ~80 

Fort Kent 13 13 100.0 13 284 100 300 13 111 90 365 4 2 2 2 
Houlton 20 2 10.0 18 90.0 18 352 300 500 18 156 90 365 13 4 2 30 
Madawaska 3 3 100.0 3 300 300 300 3 90 90 90 1 2 2 2 
Presque Isle 28 3 10.7 25 89.2 25 392 300 750 25 188 90 730 21 20 .2 Illn 
Van Buren I 

Cumberland Bridgton 10 1 10.0 9 90.0 9 333 300 350 9 130 90 365 6 11 2 30 
Brunswick 32 3 9.3 29 90.6 29 320 100 350 29 93 90 180 10 2 2 2 
Portland 114 6 5.2 (, 5.2 102 89.4 101 315 50 500 102 107 90 365 57 4 2 90 

Franklin Farmington 13 13 100.0 12 355 150 600 13 125 90 365 3 6 2 14 ; 

Hancock Bar Harbor 8 3 37.5 5 62.5 4 375 300 500 5 200 90 365 3 _4 , 7 

Ellsworth 25 4 16.0 21 84.0 21 350 100 500 21 129 90 365 13 3 2 10 
Kennebec Augusta 48 t 2.0 1 2.0 46 95.8 42 348 300 500 46 101 90 365 25 16 2 365 

Waterville 20 20 100.0 20 360 250 500 20 108 90 365 11 to 2 Qn 
Knox Rockland 29 1 3.4 28 96.5 26 351 300 400 28 109 90 180 18 57 1 999 
Lincoln Wiscasset 16 3 18.7 13 81.2 13 357 350 400 13 90 90 90 9 2 1 10 
Oxford Rumford 12 3 25.0 9 75.0 9 366 300 500 9 90 90 90 2 3 2 4 

So. Paris 16 16 100.0 16 375 300 500 16 124 90 365 7 3 2 10 
Penobscot Bangor 111 Il QF. 1 1. , 7b IlQ t 71 11<; ?nn 500 31. 101 90 365 42 5 1 60 

Lincoln 10 10 100.0 10 2,25 250 300 10 . 90 90 ,20 4 2 2 2 
Millinocket 14 1 7.1 13 92.8 12 350 300 500 13 139 90 365 7 16 2 45 
Newport 8 8 100.0 8 312 300 350 8 90 90 90 5 2 2 2 

Piscataquis Dover-Foxcroft 20 3 15.0 1 5.0 16 80.0 13 338 250 500 15 128 90 365 6 11 2 30 
Sagadahoc Bath 13 13 100.0 12 366 300 500 13 139 90 365 8 10 2 60 
Somerset Skowhegan 21 1 4.7 20 95.2 19 393 300 600 20 135 90 365 14 13 2 120 i 

Waldo Belfast 29 5 17.2 1 3.4 23 79.3 23 334 300 500 23 136 90 365 11 10 2 90 
Washington Calais 20 2 10.0 1 5.0 1 5.0 16 80.0 14 328 300 350 15 114 90 365 5 2- 2 2 

Machias 20 1 5.0 1 5.0 18 90.0 18 336 150 400 17 106 90 365 11 7 2 30 
York Biddeford 77 23 29.8 B 10.3 46 59.7 .45 347 300 750 46 105 90 730 30 7 1 180 

Kittery 39 6 15.3 33 84.6 33 342 300 500 33 9R _ 90 365 _ " 
, 1 ~ 

Springvale 42 14 31.7 3 7.3 25 60.9 25 342 300 500 25 137 90 730 12 2 1 7 

STATEWIDE 880 93 10.5 21 2.3 4 .4 762 86.5 738 341 -50 750 758 115 90 730 421 10 1 999 
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Figure A-tO OUI: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT (Juvenile Cases - Violation Date: January t - December ~1, 1986) 

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES 

FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAtl SENTENCE 

SUPERIOR 
Dismissed Avg. Avg. 

Plea Lesser Not Lic. Jail 
COURT No. Dismissed Charge Guifty Guifty No. Avg. Range No. Lic. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 

Cases No. % No. % No. % No. -% Fined Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

Androscoggin 3 1 33.3 2 66.6 2 325 300 350 t 90 90 90 2 12 5 20 

Aroostook 1 1 100.0 

I 
Cumberland 21 7 33.3 14 66.6 13 388 300 600 14 129 90 365 8 6 1 30 

Franklin 6 3 50.0 3 50.0 3 350 350 350 3 90 90 90 3 2 2 2 

Hancock 2 1 50.0 1 50.0 1 350 350 350 1 90 90 90 

Kennebec 3 3 100.0 3 333 300 350 3 90 90 90 2 2 2 2 

Knox 6 6 100.0 6 358 300 500 6 135 90 365 4 3 1 7 

Lincoln 7 1 14.2 6 85.7 6 416 350 500 6 181 90 365 3 40 2 60 

Oxford .' 

Penobscot 5 5 100.0 5 640 300 1500 5 273 90 730 5 55 2 180 
-

Piscataquis 

Sagadahoc 

Somerset 8 8 100.0 7 371 300 500 8 158 90 365 7 19 2 90 
! 

Waldo 3 1 33.3 2 66.6 2 325 300 '350 2 90 90 90 1 5 5 5 

Washington 

York 6 3 50.0 1 16.6 2 33.3 2 425 350 2 90 90 90 2 2 2 2 
, 

500 

STATEWIDE 11 18 25.3 1- 1.4 52 73.2 SO 401 300 1500 51 145 90 730 37 17 1 180 
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Figure B-1 

Figure B-2 

Figure B-3 

Figure B-4 

Figure B-5 

Figure B-6 

APPENDIX B 

1986 OAS STATISTICS 

OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION: COURT FINDINGS AND 
PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT 

OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION (OUI-RELATED): COURT 
FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT 

OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION (NOT OUI'-RELATED): COURT 
FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT 

OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION: COURT FINDINGS AND 
PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT 

OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION (OUI-RELATED): COURT 
FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT 

OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION (NOT-OUI-RELATED): COURT 
FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT 

67 
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Vigur-e B-1 OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT -, (Violation Date: January 1 - December 31, 1986) 

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES 

FiNE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE 

Dismissed Avg. A'ig. 
DISTRICT COURT Plea Lesser Not Lic. Jail 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Avg. Range No.Lic. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
(County) (Court) Cases No. % No. CI No. % No. % Fined Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High i ,0 

Androscoggin Lewiston 425 6 1.4 419 98.5 399 89 25 500 10 365 365 365 36 47 2 364 

Livermore Falls 48 12 25.0 1 2.0 35 72.9 35 141 50 500 3 50 30 60 4 12 7 30 
Aroostook Caribou 63 5 7.9 58 92.0 51 169 50 600 7 338 180 16<; III 11 ') 10 

fort Kent 19 1 5.2 18 94.7 17 144 50 350 2 365 365 365 4 20 7 60 
Houlton 75 17 22.6 58 77.3 46 88 50 350 1 "(,'i In'i 1nC; 11 147 4 aQQ 
Madawaska 10 10 100.0 9 100 50 200 1 2 2 2 
Presque Isle 105 4 3.8 101 96.1 87 134 50 350 4 296 90 365 29 15 2 60 
Van Buren 5 5 100.0 4 93 75 100 I 10 110 10 

Cumberland Bridgtoo 74 1 1.3 1 1.3 72 97.2 71 97 50 500 I 7 4 7 10 
Brunswick 171 50 29.2 4 2.3 3 1.7 114 66.6 108 115 50 350 4 365 365 365 17 10 2 30 s:, Portland 1099 131 11.9 47 4.2 1 920 83.7 875 125 1'> nOO 11 ?n"l " 

.,,,,, 7D 23 1 330 
Franklin Farmington 64 64 100.0 61 258 100 500 8 254 30 365 13 50 1 364 
Hancock Bar Harbor 38 11 28.9 27 71.0 24 118 50 350 2 20 10 30 1 7 'i 10 

Ellsworth 159 43 27.0 2 1.2 '114 71.6 112 116 35 500 1 365 365 365 2 8 7 10 
Kennebec Augusta 482 23 4.7 3 .& 4'in Q4.n "17H 1"lQ 3.5 10no Q 111 nn 1nC; n4 174 1 ln4 

Waterville 201 16 7.9 185 92.0 167 .' 141 50 1550 5 377 60 730 24 89 2 364 
Knox Rockland 134 1 .7 3 2.2 130 97.0 122 143 50 500 4 45 30 60 18 19 2 180 I 

Lincoln Wiscasset 90 11 12.2 79 87.7 75 143 50 350 . 2 365 365 365 9 11 1 30 
Oxford Rumford 59 9 15.2 1 1.6 49 83.0 49 97 50 350 3 70 60 90 2 7 7 7 

So. Paris 62 1 1.6 61 98.3 .,60. _97 'i0 ViO 4 212 60 365 2 III 7 30 
Penobscot Bangor 532 71 13·3 . 1 .1 460 86 4 187 151 'i0 7<;0' -17 -?n"l 10 "In'i 11'1 11 1 tllO 

Linco'n 63 4 6.3 1 1.5 58 92.0 56 122 50 350 1 16<; 165 1n<; 4 ?'i 7 00 
MiHinocket 43 7 16.2 36 83.7 33 130 50 500 2 365 365 365 6 28 2 90 
Newport 71 4 5.6 2 2.8 65 91.5 57 161 1<; 'inn 1 1n ? 1 H1 

Piscataquis Dover·Foxcroft 99 21 21.2 1 1.0 2 2.0 75 130 100 750 2 365 365 365 20 78 2 364 
Sagadahoc Bath 117 16 13.6 1 .8 99 84.6 91 139 25 500 1 365 365 365 14 17 2 60 
Somerset "S"kowr.egan 133 10 7.5 1 .7 122 91.7 111 280 50 1000 12 .173 60 365 27 24 3 120 
Waldo Belfast 106 17 16.0 2 1.8 87 82.0 78 103 35 350 1 365 365 365 10 8 2 25 
Washington Calais 59 11 18.6 1 1.6 4 6.7 43 72.8 37 202 50 750 18 147 ~O 710 7 1n ? .60-

Machias 105 16 15.2 2 1.9 3 2.8 84 80.0 68. 222 'in 'inn 0;[, 185 10 71n ?o 17 ? .. n 

York Biddeford 639 189 29.5 18 2.8 2 .3 430 67.2 414 . 118 35 750 14 317 30 365 31 23 2 270 
Kittery 369 46 12.4 4 . 1.0 319 86.4 314 108 35 550 10 349 30 730 17 19 2 1Hn 
Springvale 345 78 22.6 15 4.3 252 73.0 244 125 50 500 10 231 30 365 18 4C; 7 In'i ' 

; ST~TEWIDE I 6064 832 13.7 100 _ l.~ I .27 ____.', __ 510~ 84,.1 4700 132 25 1550 239 237 5 730 655 ._ 3L_ LL __ .999._ 
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Figure B-2 - OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION (OUI-RELATED): COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT (Violation Date: January 1 - December 31, 1986) 

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES 

FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAil SENTENCE 

Dismissed A\'g. Avg. 
DISTRICT COURT Plea Lesser Not Lie. Jail 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Avg. Range No.Lic. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
(County) {Court) Cases No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

I Androscoggin Lewiston 79 1 1.2 78 98.7 ,1 135 35 500 9 365 365 365 i4 4R _3 ...l6li. 
I livermore Falls 13 3 23.0 232 50 350 3 7 7 7 10 76.9 10 

Aroostook Caribou 21 21 100.0 19 260 100 600 (, %~ 1fi'i 1fi'j 12 10 ') 'lI1 

Fort Kent 9 1 11.1 a 88.8 7 192 50 350 2 365 365 365 4 20 7 fiO 
Houlton 21 4 19.0 17 80.9 11 127 ~o 1~0 1 1fi~ 1fi~ Vi'i R 114 ~ QQQ 
Mad""'~3ka 1 1 100.0 1 100 100 100 
Presque Isle 37 2 5.4 35 94.5 27 230 50 350 3 365 365 365 21 16 5 60 
Van Buren 2 2 100.0 2 100 100 100 

Cumberland Bridgton 18 1 5.5 17 94.4 16 145 50 500 4 5 ? _lQ 
Brunswick 22 4 18.1 1 4.5 17 77.2 15 200 100 350 4 365 365 365 7 11 7 30 
Portland 196 26 13.2 11 5.6 1 "iQ R1.1 11Q ,170 ~n fiOo 1R 'H2 10365 1.1 « ? <'In 

Franklin Farmington 14 14 100.0 13 311 200 500 4 303 120 365 7 64 2 364 
Hancock Bar Harbor 8 4 50.0 4 50.0 3 116 100 150 1 5 5 .. ~ 

Ellsworth 25 9 36.0 1 4.0 15 60.0 14 171 50 450 1 365 365 365 2 8 7 10 
Kennebec Augusta 111 2 1.8 2 1.8 107 96.3 87 200 50 1000 8 365 365 365 37 123 2 364 

Waterville 41 4 9.7 37 90.2 26 280 50 1550 4 456 365 730 14 116 7 364 
Knox Rockland 36 1 2.7 35 97.2 34 191 50 500 1 30 30 30 7 34 3 180 
lincoln . Wiscasset :.1.5 2 8.0 23 92.0 23 217 100 350. 2 365 365 365 4 5 1 7 
Oxford Rumford 12 1 8.3 11 n.b 11 147 50 350 3 70 bO ';/0 2 7 7 7 

So. Paris 18 18 100.0 18 127 50 350 2 365 365 365 1 7 7 7 
Penobscot Bangor 118 19 16.1 - 99 81.8 74 19Q 'in ~oo 3. 36.5 3fi'i ..365 ~2 11 7 Q(} 

lincoln 9 1 11.1 8 88.8 7 100 50 150 1 '10 Qn QO 

Millinocket 13 1 7.6 12 92.3 12 141 100 350 2 365 365 365 3 34 7 90 
Newport 21 2 9.5 19 90.4 16 221 100 500 6 35 2 _181 

Piscataquis Dover-Foxcroft 34 10 29.4 1 2.9 23 67.6 14 225 100 750 2 365 365 365 14 106 2 364 
Sa!ladahoc Bath 22 22 100.0 17 200 100 500 1 365 365 365 9 22 2 60 
Somerset Skowhegan 35 3 8.5 32 91.4 26 414 75 1000 5 212 60 365 17 26 3 120 
Waldo Belfast 27 6 22.2 1 1 7 20 74.0 ~5. 180 50 350 1 365 365 365 7 9 '3 2'i 
Washington Calais 18 2 11.1 1 5.5 15 83.3 13 234 100 750 8 193 30 730 3 24 7 60 

Machias 28 3 10.7 25 89.2 17 276 100 500 16 376 30 730 17 12 2 30 
York Biddeford 93 29 31.1 7 7.5 57 61.2 52 158 50 500 8 365 365 365 14 25 2 270 

Kittery 57 9 15.7 84 84.2 48 152 50 550 8 387 180 730 ';I 25 3 taO 
Springvale 57 11 19.2 5 8.7 41 71.9 37 143 50 350 4 281 30 365 8 9 2 30 

STATEWIDE 1241 160 12.8 30 7.4 1 10'iO R4_fi R9, 191 <'i 1 <;~o 1?R <'I? 10 7"10 149 42 1 99q 
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Figure B-3 OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION (NOT OUI-RELATED): COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT (Violation Date: Jan. 1 - Dec. 31, 1986) 

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES 

FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE 

Dismissed Avg. Avg. 
DISTRICT COURT Plea Lesser Not lie. Jail 

I 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Avg. Range No.Lie. Susp. R<lnge Nc. Sent. Range I 
(County) (Court) Cases No. % No. % No. % ·No. % Fined Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

Androscoggin Lewiston 346 5 1.4 341 98.5 326 79 25 350 1 365 365 365 22 46 2 270 i 
Livermore Falls 35 9 25.7 1 2.8 25 71.4 25 105 50 500 3 50 30 60 1 30 30 30 j 

Aroostook Caribou . 42 5 11.9 37 88.0 32 114 50 500 1 180 180 180 6 19 2 30 
Fort Kent 10 10 100.0 10 110 50 200 I 

Houlton 54 13 24.0 41 75.9 35 76 50 100 ~ 1% 4 11~ 

Madawaska 9 9 100.0 8 100 50 200 1 2 2 2 
Presque Isle 68 2 2.9 66 97.0 60 91 50 200 1 90 90 90 8 13 2 20 I 
Van Buren 3 3 100.0 2 87 75 100 1 10 10 10 I 

Cumberland Bridgton 56 1 1.7 55 98.2 55 83 50 250 3 4 3 5 I 

Brunswick 149 46 30.8 3 2.0 3 2.0 97 65.1 91 102 ~o 100 10 Q ? 10 I 
Portland 903 105 11.6 36 3.9 1 .1 761 84.2 736 116 35 500 15 7' 'i 1';~ 17 

" 
1 01'1 

Franklin Farmington 50 50 100.0 48 243 100 100 4 205 30 365 6 34 1 120 
Hancock Bar Harbor 30 7 23.3 23 76.6 21 119 50 3'iO 2 ?n 1n 1n ? A 7 In 

Ellsworth 114 14 7<;.1 1 .1 .9.9 13..B 98.. .108 1~ 'lOO 

Kennebec Augusta 371 21 5.6 1 .2 349 94.0 291 120 3<; ';00 1 f.n lin lin '7 ,'Ii j 35t. i 

Waterville 160 12 7.5 148 92.5 141 . 115 50 700 1 60 60 60 10 51 2 364 
Knox Rockland 98 3 3.0 95 96.9 88 124 50 350 3 50 30 60 11 9 2 30 
Lincoln Wiscasset 65 9 13.8 56 86.1 52 111 50 300 5 16 2 30 
Oxford Rumford 47 8 17.0 1 2.1 38 80.8 38 83 50 200 

So. Paris 44 1 2.2 43 97.7 42 83 50 150 2 60 60 60 1 30 30 30 
Penobscot Bangor 414 52 12.5 . 1 .2 361 87.1 313 142 50 750 7 190 30 365 61 15 1 180 

Lincoln 54 3 5.5 1 1.8 50 92.5 49 125 100 350 1 365 365 365 3 4 2 7 
Millinocket 30 6 20.0 24 80.0 21 123 50 500 3 22 2 45 
Newport 50 2 4.0 2 4.0 46 92.0 41 138 35 500 R ? 2 'i 

Piscataquis Dover·Foxcroft 65 11 16.9 2 3.0 52 80.0 46 ·102 100 150 6 13 2 45 
Sagadahoc Bath ;!5 16 16.8 1 1.0 1 1.0 77 81.0 74 125 25 500 5 8 2 30 I 
Somerset Skowhegan 98 7 7.1 1 1.0 90 91.8 85 239 50 BOO 7 146 50 365 10 11 "- f,0 
Waldo Belfast 79 11 13.9 1 1.2 67 84.4 01 R~ 10; ?OO 1 ~ ? 10 

Washington Calais 41 9 21.9 4 9.7 28 68.2 24 185 50 350 10 111 30 365 4 11 2 10 
Machias 77 13 16.8 3 3.8 59 76.6 51 204 50 350 38 105 30 730 12 11 2 30 

York Biddeford 546 160 29.3 11 2.0 2 .3 373 6B.3 362 112 35 750 6 253 30 365 t7 21 2 H\O 
Kittery 312 37 11.8 4 1.2 271 86.8 266 101 3~ ~nn '} 107 "In "I"''' ." 1 ? ., 

}~ Springvale 288 67 23.3 10 3.4 211 73.3 207 121 50 500 6 197 30 365 10 74 2 

STATEWIDE 4823 672 13.9 70 1.4 26 .5 1,055 84.0 3803 117 25 800 111 126 5 730 306 31 1 365 . 
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Figure 8-4 
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OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION: COURT FINDINGS AND pENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT 

COURT FINDINGS 

FINE 

Dismissed 
Plea Lesser Not 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Avg. 
Cases No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined Fine 

11 4 36.3 7 63.6 5 250 

5 2 40.0 3 60.0 2 325 

80 36 45.0 44 55.0 40 204 

25 9 36.0 16 64.0 13 196 
! 

8 4 50.0 4 50.0 3 383 

26 4 15.3 22 84.6 10 165 

12 1 8.3 11 91.6 8 234 

19 4 21.0 15 78.9 11 227 

10 3 30.0 7 70.0 4 250 

47 16 34.0 1 2.1 30 63.8 22 286 

1 1 100.0 

2 1 50.0 l' 50.0 

26 2 7.6 24 92.3 18 169 

11 3 27.2 8 72.7 4 287 

2 2 100.0 

32 15 46.8 17 53.1 16 179 

317 107 31.7 1 .3 209 65.9 156 219 

(Violation Date: January 1 - December 31, 1986) 

PENALTIES 

LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE 

Avg. Avg. ! 
Lie. Jail 

Range No. Lie. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range I 

Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

100 500 1 365 365 365 4 49 4 lHO 

150 500 1 45 45 45 

50 500 3 273 90 365 9 91 5 364 

100 400 1 365 365 365 7 36 1 180 

150 500 3 5 5 7 

100 500 1 365 365 365 13 211 1 999 

75 350 1 365 365 365 6 14 5 20 

100 500 2 365 365 36S- 8 24 2 90 

I 100 350 4 212 30 365 5 38 4 90 I 

100 750 15 79 2 364 I 

I 
I 
! 

I 
I 

100 500 1 365 365 365 7 _64 7 11\4 

100 350 2 365 365 365 7 7 2 10 

I 
50 350 5 110 90 365 6 --'lB' ? l?n 

50 750 21 309 30 365 92 70 1 999 
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Figure 5-5 
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OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION (OUI-RELATED): COURT FINDINGS AND RENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT 

COURT FINDINGS 

FINE 

Dismissed 
Plea Lesser Not 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Avg. Range 
Cases ' No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined Fine Low High 

11 4 36.3 7 63.6 5 250 100 500 

5 2 40.0 3 60.0 2 325 150 500 

77 33 42.8 44 57.1 40 204 SO sao 

25 9 36.0 16 64.0 13 196 100 400 

8 4 50.0 4 50.0 3 383 150 500 

26 4 15.3 22 84.6 10 165 100 500 
J 

12 1 8.3 11 91.6 8 234 15 350 

19 4 21.0 15 78.9 11 227 100 500 

10 3 30.0 7 70.0 4 250 100 350 

47 16 34.0 1 2.1 30 63.8 22 286 100 750 

1 1 100.0 

2 1 50.0 1 50.0 -, 

26 2 7.6 24 92.3 . 18 169 100 500 

11 3 27.2 I 8 72.7 4 287 100 3n5 

2 2 100.0 

32 15 46.8 17 53.1 16 179 50 350 

314 104 33.1 1 .3 209 66.5 156 219 50 750 

(Violation Date: January 1- December 31, 1986) 

PENALTIES 

LICENSE SUS?ENSION JAIL SENTENCE 

Avg. Avg. 
Lie. Jail 

No. Lie. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

1 365 365 365 4 49 4 180 

1 45 45 45 

3 273 90 365 9 91 5 364 

1 365 365 365 7 36 1 180 

3 5 5 7 

1 365 365 365 13 211 1 999 

1 365 365 365 6 14 5 20 

2 365 365 365 8 24 2 90 

4 212 30 365 5 8 4 90 

15 79 2 364 

1 30 30 30 
/ 

1 365 365 365 7 64 7 364 

2 365 365 365 7 7 7 10 

5 310 ,90 365 n 31l ? 120 

21 309 30 365 92 70 1 999 
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Figure B-6 
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OPERATING AFTER SUSPENSION (NOT OUI-RELATED): COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT (Violation Date: January December 31. 1986) 

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES 

FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE 

Dismissed Avg. Avg. 
Plea Lesser Not Lie. Jail 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Avg. Range No. Lie. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
Cases No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

. 

3 3 100.0 

1 

-' 

/ 

3 3 100.0 ! 
~- -- --- - - -



Figure C-l 

Figure C-2 

Figure C-3 

Figure C-4 

Figure C-5 

Figure C-6 

--------------------~ 

APPENDIX C 

1986 HO STATISTICS 

OPERATING AFTER HO REVOCATION: COURT FINDINGS AND 
PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT 

OPERATING AFTER HO REVOCATION (OUI-RELATED): COURT 
FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT 

OPERATING AFTER HO REVOCATION (NOT OUI-RELATED): 
COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT 

OPERATING AFTER HO REVOCATION: COURT FINDINGS AND 
PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT 

OPERATING AFTER HO REVOCATION (OUI-RELATED): COURT 
FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT 

OPERATING AFTER HO REVOCATION (NOT OUI-RELATED): 
COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT 
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Figure C-l OPERATING AFTER HO REVOCATION: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES IMPOSED BY DISTRICT COURT 

COURT FINDINGS 

FINE 

Dismissed 
J/STRICf COURT Plea Lesser Not 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Avg .. Range 
(County) (Court) Cases No. ~~ No. % No. % No. % Fined Fine Low High 

Androscoggin Lewiston 4 2 50.0 2 50.0 1 300 300 300 
Livermore Falls 

Aroostook Caiibou 5 2 40.0 3 60.0 
Fort Kent 
Koulton 8 3 37.5 5 62.5 
Madawaska 
Presque Isle 10 4 40.0 " "oon 3 _666 50_0_1000 
Van Buren 

Cumberland Bridgton 
Brunswick 
Portland 4 4 100.0 

Franklin Farmington 
Hancock Bar Harbor 2 2 100.0 

Ellsworth 7 4 57.1 3 42.8 1 500 500 500 
Kennebec Augusta 11 5 45.4 6 54.5 1 100 100 100 

Waterville 2 1 50.0 1 50.0 . 
Knox Rockland 4 4 100.0 
Lincoln Wiscasset 8 3 37.5 5 62.5 
Oxford Rumford 1 1 100.0 

So. Paris 1 1 100.0 1 350 350 350 
Penobscot Bangor 48 47 97.9 1 7.n 

lincoln 
Millinocket 1 1 100.0 
Newport 

Piscataquis Dover-Foxcroft 7 4 ~7 1 3 42.8 
Sagadahoc Bath 2 2 100.0 
Somerset Skowhegan 11 9 81.8 2 18.1 2 425 350 500 
Waldo Belfast 2 1 50.0 1 50.0 
Washington C<llais 

Machias 2 1 50.0 1 50.0 
York Biddeford t9 16 84.2 1 5.2 ? ,n ,5 2 _42~ 1~n ~nn 

Kittery 'i 4 liD-O _1 2n.O 
Springvale 10 6 60.0 4 4n ell 2 1?~ 1 ~n ,nn 

STATEWIDE 174 20 68.9 2 1.1 52 29.8 13 430 100 1000 

(Violation Date: January 1 - December 31, 1986) 

PENALTIES 

LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE 

Avg. Avg. 
Lic. Jail 

No.lic. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

1 7 7 7 

1 365 365 365 3 323 60 730 

5 48 10 90 

1 365 365 365 3 378 60 999 

3 60 60 60 
5 290 180 364 

1 364 364 364 
4 60 30 120 
5 235 180 365 

1 7 7 7 
1 10 10 10 

"I 1 ?O hn .~ 
2 20 20 

1 365 365 365 1 7 7 7 
1 1.IlD _180 Il10 

1 ,?O ,?n I?n 

_7 ~n 'l.O---2..1.0 

1 1/l~ 1h~ 1fi~ 4 111 7 110 

4 365 365 365 46 157 7 999 
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Figure C-2 OPERATING AFTER 110 REVOCATION (OUI-RELATED): COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES IMPOSED BY DISTRICT COURT (Violation Date: Jan. 1 - Dec. 31.1986) 

-..J 
0\ 

DISTRICT COURT 

(County) (Court) 

Androscoggin Lewiston 
Livermore Falls 

Aroostook Caribou 
Fort Kent 
Houlton 
Madawaska 
Presque Isle 
Van Buren 

Cumberland Bridgton 
Brunswick 
Portland 

Franklin Farmingtoo 
Hancock Bar Harbor 

Ellsworth 
Kennebec Augusta -Waterville 
Knox Rockland 
Lincolo Wiscasset 
Oxford Rumford 

So. Paris 
Penobscot 8angor 

Lincoln 
Millinocket 
Newport 

Piscataquis Dover-Foxcroft 
Sagadahoc Bath 
Somerset Skowhegan 
Waldo Belfast 
Washington Calais 

Machias 
York Biddeford 

Kittery 
Springvale 

STATEWIDE _. -_._-

No" 
Cases 

5 

4 

8 

1 

2 

6 
8 

2 
2 
8 

1 
32 

1 

b 

8 

2 
12 

4 

J 

113 

COURT FINDINGS 

Dismissed 
Plea Lesser Not 

Dismissed Charge Guilty ~) Guilty 
No. % No. % No. % No. % 

2 40.0 3 60.0 

1 ')<;.0 1 7'i.0 

3 37.5 5 62.5 

1 100.0 

2 100.0 

3 50.0 3 50.0 
3 37.5 5 62.5 

1 <;0.0 1 'iO.O 

2 100.0 
3 37.5 5 62.5 

1 100.0 
32 100.0 

1 100.0 

? 'in.n 7 'in n 

6 75.0 2 25.0 

1 50.0 1 50.0 
10 83.3 z 10.0 

3 75.0 1 25.0 

1 33.3 2 66.6 

75 66.3 1 .8 ! 37 32.7 

PENALTIES 

-I 
FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE 

Avg. Avg. 
Lic. Jail 

No. Avg. Range No.Lic. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
Fined Fine Luw High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

I 

1 365 365 365 3 323 60 130 
! 

"3 70 60 . .90 

3 666 500 1000 2 529 60 999 
1 

I 

~ 

I 

1 

1 500 500 500 1 nO (,0 (,0 

5 290 180 .3.M 

1 ,f,b "If, ,f,/, 

? .QO .AO ..1..2Il. 

5 235 180 365 

1 350 350 1<;0 1 I 7 7 

2 120 60 180 

2 425 350 500 1 365 365 365 1 7 7 7 

1 120 120 120 
Z 4Z) 350 500 Z 150 ~o 210 

1 500 500 500 1 365 365 365 2 67 no 7<; I 

10 505 350 1000 3 365 365 365 33 193 7 999 
.. 

""Ii <.,,,,h 
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Fi2ure C-3 OPERATING AFTER HO REVOCATION (NOT OUl-RELATED): COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY DISTRICT COURT (Violation Date: Ja o 31, 1986) 
-~ 

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES 

FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAil SENTENCE 

Dismissed Avg. Avg. 
DISTRICT COURT Plea Lesser Not Lic. Jail 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Avg. Range No.Lic. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
(County) (Court) Cases No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

Androscoggin Lewiston 4 2 50.0 2 50.0 1 300 300 300 1 7 7 7 -
LivermoreFalis 

Aroostook Caribou 
Fort Kent 
Houlton j 4 2 50.0 2 50.0 2 15 10 20 
Madawaska I 
Presque Isle ,.+2 1 50.0 1 50.0 1 365 365 365 1 75 75 75 

t-
Van Buref, _+ 

C!..lfJlberland Bridgton. 

-.J Brunswick 
-.J Portland 3 3 100.0 

Franklin farmington 
Hancock Bar Harbor 

....... - ... 

Ellsworth I J 100.0 
Kennebec Augusta 3 2 6fLE. 1 T>..">. 1 100 100 100 ' 

Waterville 
Knox Rockland 2 2 100.0 2 _,n. _,0 31l. 
Lincoln Wiscasset -
Oxford Rumford 1 1 100.( 

So. Paris , 
Penobscot Bangor 16 15 93. 1 6.2 i _lQ 10 10 

lincoln 
Millinocket 
Newport 

" 
Piscataquis Dover-Foxcroft 3 2 66.6 1 33.3 1 170 17n \')" 
Sagadahoc Bath 2 2 100.0 2 20 20 70 
Somerset Skowhegan 3 3 100.0 
Waldo Belfast 2 1 50.0 L 30.0 .1 _IRQ IRn IRn 
Washington Calais 

Machias 
York Biddeford j' 6 85.7 1 14.2 

Kittery _1 1 _1 nn " 
Springvale 'I ~ 71 .4 2 28.5 1 150 150 150 _2 1 ~R 7 110 

STATEWIDE 61 4~ 71.7 I I ,6 1 5 24.~ 'I 183 100 300 1 365 365 365 13 64 7 310 
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SUPERIOR 

COURT 

Androscoggin 

Aroostook 

Cumberland 

Franklin 

Hancock 

Kennebec 

Knox 

Lincoln 

Oxford 

Penobscot 

Piscataquis 

Sagadahoc 

Somerset 

Waldo 

, Washington 

York 

STATEWIDE 

OPERATING AFTER HO REVOCATION: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT 

COURT FINDINGS 

FINE 

Dismissed 
Plea Lesser Not 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Avg. 
Cases No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined Fine, 

17 1 5.8 16 94.1 2 400 

20 1 5.0 19 95.0 1 240 

89 28 31.4 61 68.5 14 335 

12 3 25.0 j 9 75.0 2 350 

10 2 20.0 8 80.0 5 560 

25 25 100.0 4 1025 

5 5 100.0 1 75 

15 15 100.0 1 200 

15 2 13.3 13 86.6 4 450 

66 13 19.6 2 3.0 51 77.2 26 494 

7 2 28.5 5 71.4 1 200 

3 3 100.0 

14 1 7.1 13 92.8 

10 1 10.0 9 90.0 

7 2 28.5 5 71.4 1 700 

12 9 75.0 3· 25.0 3 450 

327 64 19.5 3 .9 260 79.5 65 469 

(Violation Date: January 1 - December 31 1986) 

PENALTIES 

LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE 

Avg. A'Jg. I 
Lic. Jail 

Range No. Lic. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

, 

300 500 16 260 60 730 

240 240 19 405 5 999 

250 500 1 365 365 365 61 444 30 999 , , 
, 

350 350 9 241 7 365 
, 

300 1000 8 72 5 195 

350 1500 3 730 730 730 23 709 60 999 

75 75 5 195 5 365 

200 200 14 203 20 770 

300 500 12 146 5 730 

200 1000 50 101 10 540 

200 200 1 365 365 365 4 187 60 540 
I 

3 375 30 730 

1 365 365 365 13 43,4 60 999 

I 9 71 60 120 

700 700 5 87 60 120 

250 ,750 1 365 365 365 3 251 60 365 
, 

75 1500 7 521 365 730 254 307 5 999 
------- --
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Figure C-S 
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OPE~~TING AFTER HO REVOCATION {OUI-RELATED}: COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT (Violation Date: Jan. 1 ~ Dec. 31, 1986) 

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES 

FINE LICENSE SUSPEN5SQ,N JAIL SENTENCE 

Dismissed Avg. Avg. 
Plea Lesser Not Lic. Jail 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Avg. Range No. Lic. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
Cases No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

15 1 6.6 14 93.3 1 500 500 500 14 232 60 540 
i 

19 1 5.2 18 94.7 1 240 240 240 18 418 5 999 
I 

49 10 20.4 39 79.5 11 322 250 500 39 454 60 999 

6 1 16.6 5 83.3 1 350 350 350 5 274 10 365 

I 7 2 28.5 5 71.4 2 650 300 1000 5 111 60 195 

19 19 100.0 2 550 350 750 3 730 730 730 19 705 60 999 

4 4 100.0 4 242 60 365 

9 9 100.0 1 200 200 200 8 285 25 770 

-' 
8 1 12.5 7 87.5 2 400 300 500 7 132 10 540 

48 10 20.8 38 79.1 20 495 300 1000 38 97 30 365 

6 2 33.3 4 66.6 1 365 365 365 4 187 60 540 

2 2 100.0 2 547 365 730 

/ 
12 1 8.3 11 91.6 1 365 365 365 11 430 60 999 

10 1 10.0 9 90.0 9 71 60 120 

6 1 16.6 5 83.3 1 700 100 700 5 87 60 120 

10 8 80.0 2 20.0 2 500 250 750 1 365 365 365 2 19~ 60330 

230 38 16.5 1 .4 191 83.0 44 446 200 1000 6 547 365 730 190 314 5 999 
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Figure C-O 
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OPEP~TING AFTER HO REVOCATION (NOT OUI-RELATED): COURT FINDINGS AND PENALTIES BY SUPERIOR COURT ('Holation Date: Jan. 1 - Dec. 31, 1986) 

COURT FINDINGS PENALTIES I 
FINE LICENSE SUSPENSION JAIL SENTENCE 

I 
I 

Dismissed Avg. Avg. i 
Plea Lesser Not lic. Jail I 

No. Dismissed Charge Guilty Guilty No. Avg. Range No. Lic. Susp. Range No. Sent. Range 
Cases No. % No. % No. % No. % Fined Fine Low High Susp. (Days) Low High Jailed (Days) Low High 

2 2 100.0 1 300 300 300 2 455 180 730 

1 1 100.0 1 180 180 180 

40 18 45.0 22 55.0 3 383 250 500 1 305 365 365 22 427 30 999 

6 2 33.3 4 60.6 1 350 350 350 4 199 7 365 

3 3 100.0 3 500 500 500 3 7 5 10 

6 6 100.0 2 1500 1500 1500 4 727 180 999 

1 1 100.0 1 75 75 75 1 5 5 5 

6 6 100.0 6 95 20 365 

7 1 14.2 6 85.7 2 500 500 SOO 5 167 5 730 

18 3 10.0 2 11.1 13 72.2 6 491 200 750 12 115 10 540 

1 1 100.0 1 200 200 200 

1 1 100.0 1 30 30 30 

2 2 100.0 2 455 1S0 730 

1 1 100.0 

2 2 50.0 1 50.0 1 350 350 350 1 365 365 305 

97 26 26.8 2 2.0 69 71.1 21 517 75 1500 ~ 305 365 365 04 280 5 999 -------_ ... -




