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PREFACE 

With the increasing attention being 
focused on crime, it has become increas­
ingly obvious that crime statistics are 
no longer a simple matter of choice, but 
rather one of necessity for effective 
law enforcement planning and management. 

. Crime in Massachusetts', 1979, is the 
third annual report published by the 
Department of Public Safety's Crime Re­
porting Unit since the inception of the 
State Uniform Crime Reporting Program in 
1977. Prior to that time, no statewide 
system existed for the collection of 
accurate statistics from Massachusetts 
law enforcement agencies. 

The increasing use of this voluntary 
program by our law enforcement agencies 
indicates a commendable spirit of coop­
eration which should lead to more effi­
cient law enforcement and an accurate 
basis for future studies on the causes of 
crime. 

I wish to extend my heartfelt compli­
ments to all the law enforcement agencies 
of Massachusetts on the publication of 
their third annual report, Crime in 
Ma sachusetts '1979. 

Edward J. Kin 
Governor 
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FOREWORD 

// 

The Uniform Crime Repa~ting Program 
is supported by voluntary contributions 
of crime statistics from law enforcement 
agencies of the Commonwealth. Criinein 
Ma:s's'a'chu's'e't't's',' '1'9'79 is the reF.;ul t of 
that program. Its continued use by groups 
both inside and outside law El.nforcement 
is a good barometer of the need f~r such 
statistics. 

Our hope is that these detailed sta­
tistic~ will become increasingly more 
valuable to those in both the public and 
private sectors in assessing the causes 
of crime and in increasing efforts to 
reduce it. 

We commend all law enforcement agen­
cies for their efforts in making this vol­
untary program a success. 

~. 
Dennis M. Condon 
Commissioner 
Massachusetts Department 

of Public Safety 
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PAR TIC I PAT l.N G AGE N C I E S I 9 7 9 

We wish to thank the following agencies for contributing: 

BARNSTABLE. COUNTY 

Barnstable PD 
Bourne PD 
Brewster PD 
ChathamPD 
DenniS PD 
Eastham PD 
Falmouth PD 
Harwich PD 
Mashpee PD 
Orleans PD 
Provincetown PD 
Sandwich PD 
Truro PD 
Wellfleet PD 
Yarm'outh PD 

BERKSHIRE COUNTY 

Adams PD 
Becket PD 
Cheshire PD 
Clarksburg PD 
Dalton PD 
Hinsdale PD 
Lanesboro PD 
Lee PD 
Lenox I'D 
North Adams PD 
Pittsfield PD ,,-
Richmond PlO ] 

\\ -.;-;'" 
Sheffield l-\'~~/ 
Stockbridge PD 
Washington PD 

, Williamstown PD 

BRISTOL COUNTY 

Acushnet PD 
Dighton PD 
Fairhaven PD 
Fall River PD 
Freetown PD 
Mansfield PD 
New BedfordPD 
North Attleboro PD 
Norton PD 
Raynham PD 
Rehoboth PD 
Seekonk PD 

Somerset PD 
Swansea PD 

·Taunton PD 
Westport PD 

DUKES COUNTY 

Gay Head PD 
Oak Bluffs PD 
Tisbury PD 

ESSEX COUNTY 

Amesbury PD 
Andover PD 
Beverly PD 
Boxford PD 
Danvers PD 
Essex PD 
Georgetown PD 
Gloucester PD 
Groveland PD 
Hamilton PD 
Haverhill PD 
Ipswich PD 
Lawrence PD 
Lynn PD 
Lynnfield PD,\ 
Manchester PD }) 
Marblehead PD ' 
Merrimac PD 
Methuen PD 
Nahant PD 
Newbury PD 
Newburyport PD 
North.Andover PD 
Rockport PD 
Rowley PD 
Salem PD 
Salisbury lPD 
Saugus PD 
Swamps~ott PD 
Topsfield PD 
Wenham PD 
West Newbury PD 

FRANKLIN COUNTY 

1 

Bernardston PD 
Buckland"PD 
Conway PD 
Erving PD 
Gill PD 
Greenfield PD 
Heath PD 
Levere-tt PD 
Leyden PD 
Mon'roe PD 
Montague PD 
Northfield PD 
Orange PD 
Shelburne PD 
Shutesbury PD 
Sunderland PD 

HAMPDEN COUNTY 

Agawam PD 
Blandford PD 
Brimfield PD ~ 
Chester PD 
Chicopee PD 
East Longmeadow PD 
Granville PD 
Hampden PD 
Holland PD 
Holyoke PD 
Longmeadow PD 
LudlowopD 
Monson. PD 
Southwick PD 
Springfield PD 
Tolland PD 
West Springfield PD 
Westfield PD. 
Wilbraham PD 

HAMPSHIRE COUNTY 

Amherst PD 
Belchertown PD 

"Easthampton PD 
Granby PD 
Hadley"PD 
Hatfield. PD 
Huntington PD 
Northampton PD 
Pelham PD 
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WORCESTER COUNTY 
(continued) 

Shrewsbury PD 
Southboro PD 
Southbridge PD 
Spencer PD 
Sturbridge PD ' 
Sutton PD 
Templeton PD 
Upton PD 
Warren PD 
Webster PD 
West Boylston PD 
Westboro PD 
Westminster PD 
Winchendon PD 
Worcester PD 

STATE AGENCIES 

Massachusetts Attorney 
General's Office - SP 

Criminal Information 
Bureau - SP 

Massachusetts State 
Police 

Massachusetts Bay 
Transportation 
Authority Police 

Metropolitan District 
Commission Police 

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

f( 

MASSACHUSET'l't:l COLLEGE & 
UMIVERSITY POLICE 

Bentley College PD - Waltham 

Boston College PD - Newton 

Boston University PD - Boston 

Brandeis University PD' - Waltham 

Clark University PD - Worcester 

Fitchburg State College PD - Fitchburg 

Framingham State College PD -
Framingham 

Massachusetts Institute of Technology 
PD - Cambridge 

North Adams State College PD ~ 
North Adams 

Northeastern University PD - Boston 

Springfield College PD - Springfield 

Tufts University PD - Medford 

University of Massachusetts PD - Amherst 

University of Massachusetts PD - Boston 

Westfield State College PD - Westfield 

?ur appre~ia~ion is also extended to the following for their support 
ln esta~llshlng the Massachusetts Uniform Crime Reporting Program: 

MASSACHUSETTS CHIEFS OF POLICE ASSOCIATION 
FEDERAL BUREAU ·,OF INVESTIGATION - UNIFORM CRIME REPORTING",' SECTION 
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION 

,MASSACHUSETTS POLICE INSTITUTE 
MASSACHUSETTS CRIMINAL JUSTICE TRAINING COUNCIL 
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, HISTORY OF. UNIFORM CRIME REPORTING 

Al though the impetus for co.llecting n'ationwide crime informat:i,on 
dates b~l.Ck ~tothe 1890 's~ no ongoing program was initiated until the 
Cp~mittee on Uniform Crime Records of the International Associ~tion of 
Ctliefs of Police (IACP) was 'established in 1927. This Committee's 
resopons,ibili ty to provide management in':formation to law enforcement 
agencies was evetituall~ turned over to the Federal Bureau of Invest­
i@ation (FBI) in 1930 ,when the FBI received. a Congressional mandate 
to colle,.ct and disseminate national crime information. The ,IACP has 
continue'd too serve the Uni.form Cr

0
ime Reporting Program '(UCR) in an ad­

visory capacity, ,and has been joined in this responsibility by the 
, Committee on Crime Records of the National Sheriffs' Association. 

UCR receives crime information thro~gh voluntary reports submitted 
by individual law enforcement agencies across the country. 'In 1966, 
the FBI began coordinating UCR data collection through designated state 
level agencies which report statewide information to the FBI each month. 
~Massachusetts is pleased ,to be ,one of the,;'46 states now participating 
in ':,the state level. UCR program. 

o OBJECTIVES OF MASSACHUSETTS UCR 

Because i'ncreasing attention has been focused OIl the problem of 
crime in q,:ur communities in recent years, many 'segments of our population 
need mo,re';;complet~, information for a variety of reasons.' , ' 

Qiti'zens are understanda1;>ly concerned about the possibility of 
becoming victims of crime, but may not know what 1:;he ,real probability ,is. 
Law enforcement "t>:vofes$ionals; managers and admi"nistrators who must focus 
on crimein"th~ir own' jurisdictions, also need to know what is occurring 
'in sur'rounding jurisd1ct~ons in o Ii,fler to deploy personnel and equipment" 
most efficiently to 'protect ci tizens and bring criminals "to justice. 

It L~gisla'tors need statewide information about crime in order ·to ,pass real­
istic r~ws that'will increase the stability of our society. Researchers 
and planners need td know what is actually happening to predict trends 
and recommend cha:/lges. ' 

The "goal of CJume.<.n. MtU-6ac.hU6etU is to id~.ntify the nature and extent 
of crimi,nal~~:tivity in this state and present the information needed by 
eachoi'thes'e g::nOll,pS. 'fhisinformation will not in itself prevent crime, F 

but i't mj1y' en&'ollriige all segments of society, by understanding the prob-
::; 

lem, to 'work together with law enforcement agencies to reduce crime thrBugh :1 
morE3 effective enforcement . [! 

The obj ect i ves of CJUme .<.n.. MtUhac.hU6e.:t:t2i are': 

1~ To identify the natu~c and extent ~f crime in our state; 

2. To provide the management l'Iiriformation nee~edby the law enforce~ 
ment community to'augment their' ability to attack the crime 
problem; 

3. To·pr€lvide our citizens with the mo'st complete information 
, available~ ~ 

4. To provide iegislators with the information necessary to form­
lllat~ laws which'address the crime problem; ahd 

5. To include sufficiently detailed data for researchers and 
planners. 
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CONSIDERATIONS FOR INTERPRETATION 

Statistics are a tool used to summarize inform~,tion so that patterns 
or trends become clearer. All statistics must be interpreted with an 
understanding, of just what it is that they can sa'y. Too often, numbers 
of the type in this report are used incorrectly to dra~ con~lusions t~at. ~ 
the statistics simply do not support. I,n order to avo1,~ t~lS error, lt l::i 
necessary to know what information is includSd ~nd how 1t 1S ~eported. 

To obtain accurate information from many d1fferent agenc1es. ~he 
national VCR program had to precisely define the methods for count1ng 
such information as the number of offenses, arrests, c~earances and value 
of stolen or recovered property. The methods of count1ng and some re-
sulting limitations are explained below. 

CLASSIFICATION OF OFFENSES 

VCR divides offenses into two major classifications which ·are desig­
nated Part I and Part II offenses. This distinction is important ~o keep 
in mind because different information is collected for each. Part I 
offenses include ~) Violent crimes: murder and non-negligent manslaughter, 
negligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery and aggrava~ed assault; 
and 2) Property Crimes: burglary, larceny-theft, motor veh1cle theft and 
(since January, 1979) arson. All other offenses are classified under 
Part II(see Offense Definitions section). 

Part I offenses excluding negligent manslaughter and arson, are used 
to calculate the Cri~e I-\ldex and Crime Rate(see sections entitled Crime 
Index and Crime Rate). (Arsori is calculated separately.) 

, All offenses are classified on the basis of law enforcement officer 
investigation in accordance with VCR offense definitio~s~w~ich are NOT 
necessarily identical to Massachusetts General Law def1n1tlons). Be­
cause UCR identtfies a police p~oblem, offense classifications are not 
based on the findings of a court, medical examiner, jury or decision of 
a prosecutor. 

COUNTING OF OFfENStS . 

The number of offensesois counted only for Part I crimes and 
simple assault. The method of' counting varies with the type of ,crime 
commi tted, and it is important to remember that the number of ·offenders 
does not determine the number of ,offenses . " 

For mur~er and non-negligent manslaughter, negligent manslaughter, 
forcible rape, aggravated assault and simple assauJ,.~t, one offen~e is 
counted for each VICTIM regardless of the mumber of offenders 1nvolved. 

For robbery and la~ceny, one offense is counted for each d~st~nct. 
OPERATION which is separate in time and place. The number of Vlct1ms In 
anyone operation does not determine ther~umber of offenses. For example, 
if 20 people are robbed in a bar at the same time, only ONE offense has 
occurred. However, if that robber then leaves the bar and holds up a 
passerby, a second offense has occurred. 

. For burglary, one offense .is counted for each structure which is 
illegally entered. However, when the structure is an apartment house, 
o~ business or office building in which units are leased for a period of 
time, one offense is counted for each unit burglarized. 

For motor vehicle theftr one offense is counted for each vehicle. 
stolen. 

" 
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Note: Attempu t;o c.ommU any 06 the CJrJ.me Index 066en6u alte c.ou.n:ted 116 
actu.a.l o66en6u, exc.ept tha.:t a.ttemp:t6 to lUll and l16.6auli:.6. to fUi1. 
alte c.ou.n:ted a.6 aggJulvated 116.&a.ui.t. 

For~multiple off~dses that occur in one crim~ incident, only the· 
mO.6t .6e~~ou.6 066en.6e ~.6 c.ounted. Part I crimes are ranked according 
to seriousness and appear in order, from most serious to least serious 
under ilClassification of Offenses," page 6. Example: A robber takes a 
man's wallet and ~en beats him causing serious injury. Both a robbery 
and an aggravat~f~/assaul t have occurred, but because robbery 1.s consid­
ered by UCR to be more serious, only the robbery is counted. From one 
perspective, this method of counting serious~}y understates the' crime 
problem, but from another, it prevents undue 'inflation of crime statis':;' 
tics. 

Notu: 1) AMon i.6 an exc.epUon to the a.bove ~e and .w c.ounted .6epaJta.:tely 6~om 
oth~ 066en6u. , ' 

,2) The numb~ 06 066en6u i.6 not c.ounted 60~ PtVr-t 11 066en6e6\ 

ARRESTS 

Arrest information is collected for all Part I and Part II offenses 
according the age, sex and race of the offender. It is not possible 
however, to correlate race with sex or specific ages because the inf~r­
mation is collected independently, thus limiting analysis. Furthermore 
arrest figures cannot be directly related to the number of crimes clear~d 
because the arrest totals count all offenders arrested for each offense, 
and clearance totals count only the offenses for which 'an arrest or 
ar~ests have occurred. 

CLEARANCES 

An offense is considered cleared(solved) when at least one offenner 
is arrested for a crime" even though several may' have been involved. ' 
Offe~ses m~y.also be cleared by exceptional means when the offender: 
commlts.sulc7de, makes a dying declaration, confesses while in custody 
or servlng tlme for another crime, is prosecuted in anpther jurisdiction 
for the same offense, is a juvenile who is handled by notifying the 
parents, or when the victim refuses to prosecute or another jurisdiction 
refuses to extradite the offender. " 

Clearances are counted as "adult" and "juvenile". A "juvenile" 
clearance is counted only when juveniles are exclusively involved in the 
clear~nce of an offense. If the arrest of both adults and juveniles re­
suI t In a clearance, i't .is counted as an "adult" clearance.' 

Note: Not ill CJUmu alte c.lealted wLth1..n the c.alendaJt yeaJt .in wh1..c.h the 066 en6, e 
oc.c.WL6., '" 

PROPERTY STOLEN ANV RECOVEREV 

The figures for value of property stolen and recovered are not set 
forth in this report due to tbe fact that compiling this lnformation 
manually is virtually impossible. At the present time the Crime Repor­
tin~ Unit (CRU) is implementing an automated system to'capture the in for­
matlon. Property Stolen and Recovered information will be published as 
soon as it is available. 

7 
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REPORTING VARIATIONS 

Massachusetts now receives Uniform Crime Reports from 320 law 
enforcem8nt agencies. Because the number of reporting agencies is 
so large one must be aware that unintentional variations from UCR 
guidelin~s may occur that would affect the validity of the data pre-
sented here. . 

Offense totals will probably vary from the actual number of off..,. 
enses that occur because UCR statistics are based on crimes that are 
reported to law enforcement agencies and many crimes are not reported. 

INFORMATION GROUPING 

The crime statistics reported by an individual agency indica~e 
what is happening in one particular area, but to make rational cOln­
parisons among a number of jurisdictions, communities with simila,~ 
characteristics need to be grouped together. It may be important to 
knowhow a city compares with cities of similar size, or how patterns 
of crime differ in various types of communities. Grouping agencies 
with similar characteristics allows these determinations to be made. 
Aside from being merely interesting, such comparative analysis provides 
the basic information for long-range criminal justice planning. 

UCR groups jurisdictions on the basis of population size in this 
report and if any types of comparisons are to be made the reader 
should also consider what type of community it is that he is compar­
ing. Communities should be classified as urban, suburban or rural. 
This is essential in order to view a jurisdiction in the proper pers­
pective. Grouping by p()pulation size considers only the population 
of the relevant area in this report. It does not consider proximity 
to a major metropolitan area in spite of the fact that widely different 
crime patterns could be expected in a city~of 30,000 which is a suburb 
of Boston or Worcester and one which is in a rural area. In this report, 
grouping by population does not take into account the urban/suburban/ 
rural character of the area, a.nd includes a wide range of populations 
in each category. For use in interpreting this report, the UCR group­
ing systems are listed below. 

POPULATION GROUPINGS - CITIES ANV TOWNS 

GROUP 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 

8 

POPULATION 

Over 250,000 
100,000 to 250,000 
50,000 to 100,000 
25,ODO to 50,000 
10,000 t~ 25,000 
2,500 to 10,000 
Under 2,500 

CRIME INDEX 
o 

The Crime Index is a basic measure of crime which can be used for 
compa,ring the extent of crime among cities, counties and states of sim­
ilar size. The Index is simply the total number of certain offenses 
that occur in a given area in a given calendar period (usually quart­
erly and annually). The offenses are murder and non-negligent man~ 
slaughter, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault,\ burglary, 
larceny-theft and motor vehicle theft--all of the Part I offense~ ex-
cept negligent manslaughter and simple 'iassaul t. ' 

The offenses were selected as indicators of the total amount of 
criminal adtivity because they are serious off~pses~hat are the fpcus 
of widespread concern; they' 'occur with sufficient frequency to ref'lect 
fluctuations in the overall level of criminal activity; they are most 
likely to be reported, and reported accurately, to law enforcement 
officers due'to their seriousness; and, they are offenses that can be 
clearly and specifically'defined. 

Notwithstanding its usefulness, the Index does have limitations. 
The relationship between the Index offenses and total criminal activity, 
both reported and unreported, has never been firmly established. The 
varying severity of offenses is not taken into ac~ountJ resulting in 
equal weight being given to a shoplifting and a forcible rape. Further­
more, the actual incidence of crime in a city may not be accurately de­
picted by the Index i.f the majority of the city's crime involves non­
Index offenses such ';as gambling and narcotics. (, 

CRIME RATE 

The Crime Rate is based on the Index, but adjusts the Ind~x for 
variances in population by indicating the number of Index offenses for 
each 1,OQO persons (other base population increments may be used such 
as the number of Index offenses per 100,000). This means that cqmpar­
isons m~y rre made among several areas with different populations," or 
within one~area with different populations over a period of time,lwith­
out the information being biased by population C!ifferences. Facto~s 
other than population that also influence crime rates include lev~l .,6'£ 
economic acti vi ty and unemployment.i the culturaL, religious, racial and 
age mix of the population; the time of day, day of the week, or the sea­
son of the year; local standards and enforcement policies; proximity 
to a metropolitan area; and, transience of the population, among others. 
For most general comparisons, the Crime Rate is probably the most accu-
rate to use. ,,_ 

To calculate the Crime Rate, first divide the population of the 
area by 1,000, and divide the Crime Index by that answer., For example, 
if a city has a population of 273,000 and a Crime Index of 21,257, the 
calculations would be: 

1) ??3,OOO divided'Hy 1,000 =273.00 
2) 21,257 divided by 273.00 = 77.86 

"Thu~, although the City's Crime I.ridex is 2f,25'''i, its Crime Rate 
(th.e .number of. crimes for .each 1,000 people) is' 77 . 86 . 

·1 

In. this report, calculation;s for a town under 1,000 are ba~ed on 
100 rather than 1,OqO. For example a town has 963 population and a! 
Cri~e In~ex of 158: 
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1) 963 divided by 100 ~ .9~63 
2) 158 divided by 9.63 = 16.41 per 100 

RISK FACTOR 

The Risk Factor, which has been calculated for ~ach Index offense, 
indicates the likelihood that an individual Massachusetts citizen or 
his or her property would have been the victim of a particular crime. 
Because the Risk Factor identifies "the risk to each individual s it 
differs from the Crime 'Rate which specifies the number of offenses 
for every 1,000 people. 

InteJtpJLeta..t{.OYl,: 1-6 .the RMk. fac.toJL .6.ta..te6 "1 in 273 people," it f..hou1.d be 
inteJtPJLeted .to mean tha..t one peMon. W<L6 vidimiz,ed by .tha:t c.JLbne nOJL eveJty 
273 people in MCt6.6ac.htt6e..tt6. 

Risk Factors have been computed for 1977 arid 1978 for each Index 
offense to point out whether the degree of risk has increased or de­
creased. If the Risk Factors for a particular "crime are: 

1977 
1978 

1 in 273 people 
1 in 265 people 

the degree of risk indJLeCt6ed from 1977 to 197.8 because there was one 
crime for a fewer number ofiipeople in 1978 than in 1977. Thus, each 
individual was more likely to have become a victim. However, if the 
Risk Factors are: 

.. , 
1977 1 in 27$ people 
1978 1 in 295 people 

the degree of risk decAeCt6ed from 1977 to 1978. This is indicated by 
the fact that there was' one crime for a larger number of people in 
1977, and consequent.ly, each individual was less likely to have become~ 
a yictim. 

The interpretation is the same whether the risk is stated for 
people, residences, businesses or Vehicles. 

OFFENSE DEFINITIONS 

Uniform Crime Reporting, as a nationwide,' program, received infor­
mation from nearly 15, 000 law enforcement agencies in 50 states. " 
Because titles'and~escriptions of crimes can vary widely among state 
codes, it was necessary to ensure that each agency 'would define offenses 
the same way. For this reason, UCR established the following standard 
offense definitions: 

PART I OFFENSES 

Criminal Homicide: 
a. Murder and Non-negligent Manslaughter: ~, 

The willfu:J., non-negligent killing of one person by another.' Ex .... 
cludes attempts to kill and assaults to kill (classified'~a;Ei) aggra­
<vated assault), suicide, accidental death and justifiable homicide. 

b. Negligent Manslaughter <;0 

The killing of another person through gross ne~ligence (stuP~ldity). 
Doe~, NOT include traffic, fatalities. 
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Forcible Rape 

The carnal knowledge of a female forcibl~ and against her will. 
Includes rape by force or threat of force, assault to rape and attempted 
rape. Excludes statutory rape which is based on the vidtim's age. 

Robbery 

The taking or attempting to take anything of value from a person 0: p~rs~ns by force, or threat of force or violence and/or putting the 
v1ct1m 1n fear. Includes assault to rob, strongarm robbery and armed 
robbery. 

Aggravated Assault 

. .An unlawful attack by one person on another for the purpose of 
1nfl1cting severe bodily injury or death, usually accompanied by the 
use of a weapon that is likely to produce death ~)r great bodily harm. 
Includes attempted murder and attempted aggravated assault when a non­
person~l weaJ?o~(not part of the. attacker's bOdy),fis used, even though 
the~e 1S no 1nJury. Attacks uS1ng personal weapbns(part of the attack­
er's body) must result in serious personal injury to be classified as 
aggrayated assault. ' Ex'cTu'des simple assault. 

Burglary 

. The unlawful entry of a structure to commit a felony or a theft . 
It 1S not n~cessary that force be used in the entry or that a loss re­
sults from 1t. Includes attempted forcible entry. 

Larceny 

The ~nlawful taking or stealing of property from the possession of 
another w1thout the use of force, violence or fraud. Includes attempted 
larceny. Excludes motor vehicle theft(classified separately because of 
volume), embez,zlement, forgery, worthless checks and other thefts by 
fraud. 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

The unlawful taking of a motor vehicle. Includes attempted motor 
vehicle theft. Excludes the theft of motor boats, construction equip­
ment, airplanes and farming equipment. 

Arson 

The wilful or malicious burning of prop~rty with or without the 
intent to defraud. Includes attempted arson. No.te: AI.:, on JanuaJty, 1979, 
AMon -iA c.na-.o.t6ied a6 a PaJtt 1 onneYl..6e. 

PART II OFFENSES 

Other Assaults 

An unlawful" attack or attempted attack on another person which does 
not result in'serious injury to the victim and which does not involve 
the use of a dangerous weapon. 
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Fo~gery and Counterfeitirig 

The making, altering, using or possession, with intent to defraud, 
of anything false which is made to appear true. Includes attempts. 

Fraud 

Fraudulent conversion, and obtaining money or property by fraud­
ulent means. Includes confidence games, larceny by bailee and bad 
checks (except forged or counterfeit checks). 

/l v 

Embezzlement 

Misappropriation or misapplication of money or property entrusted 
to one's care, custody or control. 

Stolen Property Offense 
II~-;:"""'" 

The buying, receiving and possessing of stolen property, or the 
attempt to do so. 

Vandalism 

The willful or malicious destruction, injury, disfigurement or 
defacement of real or personal property without the consent of the 
owner or person having custody or control. 

Weapons Offense 

All violations of regulations or statutes that control carrying, 
using, possessing, furnishing apd manufacturing deadly weapons or sil­
~mcers. Inlcudes attempts. 

Prostitution and Commercialized Vice 

Sex ,offenses and attempted sex offenses of a commercialized nature. 

Sex Offenses 

All offenses against common decency and morals .11 

Includes 
tory rape and all other sex offenses or attempted six offenses 
previously defined. /;1 

Narcotic Drug Laws /././ 
/rf . 

d 

statu­
not 

The unlawful possession, sale,. use, growth or manufacture of nar­
cotic drugs. 

Gambling 

Promoting, permitting or engaging in "illegal gambling. 

Offenses Against Family and Children 

Nonsupport, neglect, desertion or abuse of family and children.' 

12 ... 

Dri ving Under the Inf'luence 

Operating any motor vehicle or common carrier while under the 
influence of liquor or narcotics. 

Liquor Laws \ 

Violation of state or local regulatory liquor laws. Includes 
sale to minors and" drinking on a public conveyance. Excludes driving 
under the influence and drunkenness. 

Protective Custody (Not included in State arrest totals). 

Indicates the nu.'11ber of 'persons taken into protective custody 
for such reasons as drunkenness and self-protection. (Captures infor­
mation for manpower studies and analyses). 

'Disorderly Conduct 

BreacQ.ing the peace or attempting to do so . 
. \ 

". 
Vagrancy 

,Offenses such as .. begging and loitering. 

All Other Offenses 

All violations of state or loca"! laws except traffic violations and 
offenses defined above. 

Suspicion 

(Not an offense in Massachusetts). Arrest for no specific offense 
and release without formal ~harges being filed. ' 

Curfew and Loitering Laws 

Violations of local curfew and loitering ordinances. 

Runaway 

The unlawful truancy from a legal place of residence by a juvenile. 
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S E C'T ION 

OFF ICE R 8" A 8 8 A U L TED 

AND KILLED~) 

1 9 7 9 

2. 

, ., 

o 

o In 1979, contributing agencies reported 2,522 officer assaul t.~ 
wi,th 40.6% of the 'total: assaults resulting in personal injury to the 
ot"ficEilr. Itesponding' to "disturbance calls" resul t,ed in the highest 
number of officer assaults, 39.5% of the total, followed by arrests 
,fo~ off$nsis 6ther than bufglary ahd'robbery, 14.1%,of the total, ' 
'. traffic pursuits & stops, 1Q.5% of the total, and handling, tra.ns­
porting and 'custody, of prisoners, 10.0% 'of the total. Personal 
weapons(h~nds, fist,;' feet, etc.) assaults occurred more often' 

ri, during disturbance Gall than during any other type of activity, 
while the use of otherdangerous"'weapon.'( excluding firearms and 
knives).assaults. occured more often during traffic pursuits and 
stops~ These same:two'types of weapons were also the most frequent 
types used dUring arrests fo~ offenses other than burglary or rob~ 
bery. The:offieer.assignment which most often resulted in an as­
sault was a two-man vehicle, which accounted for 44.6% followed by 
a bne-man vehicle when'othe officer was assisted for 18.8%, and a 
orie-man vehicle when the, officer was alone for 13.0%. ,Of all the 
instances of assault's on police off~cers, firearms accounted for 
1.6%, ,knivesor'cutting' in~truinerit's accounted for 2.4%, and other 
dangerous weapons "accounted for 17.6%. Personal weapons( hands, 
fist ,"feet, etc..,) were employed' 1'n 7:8.5% of all .assaul ts and ac-

, counted for 74 .. 8% of' all injur:l'es. 54.8% of all assaults on 
police officers qecurred between 8 P.M. and 2 A.M. and only 5.9% 
between 6 A.M. and 12 P.M .. On a 24-hour basis., 19.8%,of assaults 
on police officers occurred between 6 A.M. and 6 P.M.o while 80.2% 
occurred between 6 P.M. and 6 A.M. 

The most potent combination of all factors in 1979 assault 
situatio'ns wasar two-man vehicle' when officers were involved in 
responding to a ciistutbance call situation, betw~~n 8 P.M. and 
2 A.M., c'onfrontiIig an offender who bad only personal weapons. 

"",During 1979 police assa1,llts we're cleared (by arrest or 
exceptional means) 91>8% of the time. 

, ' 

stuitbtUdge ''PoUci.e VepivLtment: - SeptembeIL 
. 0 . ' . 

ASSAULTS BY WEAPON . 

CUTTING INSTRUMENT. 2. 4%' ,....~ ..;......,---,~-.... 

PERSONAL' WEAPONS 78 ;5% -' ~---

...,...-~~--- :FIREARMS 2 •. 6% 

--.Jr--OTHER DANGEROUS 
WEAPONS 17.6% 



MASSACHUSETTS OFFICERS ASSAULTED: 1979 

ACTIVITY BY WEAPON , ASSIGNMENT AND CLEARANCES' 

r., 

Type of Weapon Type of Assignment 
, 

Knife TwO- One-Man Detective or 
or Man • 'Vehicle , ~cialAs8'ign. Other 

Tot'al Other Other Hands, Vehicle 
- Assault Cutting Danger- Fists, 

by Instru- ous Feet, As- As- As-' ~ 

Weapon Fireann rnent Weapon etc. Alone sisted Alone sisted Alone " sisted 
Type of Activity A. B C 0 E F G H I J K L 

1. Responding to "Disturb-
. 

" 
.- ., '. " , I 

anee- calls ({WIlily quar-
'87 : 201, 

, 
48 .'79 rels, mrui Wiili.,gun, etc.) 995 21 '27 120 827 53} , 

9 34 ,I ., 
2. Burglaries in progress or 

pursuing burglary 46 1 8 37 24 9 9 ,. :: 3 ',;.1 suspects,,' .. , •.•.• 
3. Robberies '41 progress or 

; pursuing robberY. ' ' ., ,Z3· 5: 2 
, 8 "8 " 15" 4 1 . :1" '2 suspects, ............ : . , ,- ! 

, " '. ' " , , 

. , , ; I, .' , 
4. AtteIqlting other arrests 355 ~~2 2 41 310 123 57 75 10 19 25 46 

5. Civil disorder (riot, mass 
62 3 7 52 18 3 16 14 1 10 disobedience) .••.••• 

" " 'I. 
, 

" 
, 'f ., 

6. Handling, transporting, 251 21 230 65 32 53 q~ •• ; 3 10 14 74 custody of prisoners .•• 

7. Investig".ting suspicious ,! 

persons or circumstances 191 1 4 38 148 81 37 35 1 7 18 12 
. " >~ , " " 

, , , 
.. " 

8," Ambush - no wBrning •• 8 1 4 3 1 2 1 2 2 

9. Mentally deranged. . . • 40 6 ,,9 25 24 2' 10 1 2 1 

10. Traffic pursuits 
266 ' i2 ,and stops •••••.•••. 1 9 123 133 133 59 43 2 2 15 

, ., 

11. All other. • . • • . . ••• 285 8 '7' 64 W6' 105 
, 

36 31 12 41 7 53 
" 

12- TOTAL (1.1 J) 2522 40 60 443 1979 +126- 328 474 38 109 169 278 

13. Number 
1023 7 '28 223 765 with personal iniur.v .. 

14. Number 
'.J 

without persorial injmy •. '1499 33 32 220 1214 

AM 498 334 91 31 41 77 " 

15. Time of assaults •••• PM 81 126 144 216 364 519 
12:01 2:00 ' 4:00 6:00 8:00 10:00 12:00 

Note: PelL6 0 nat wea.po n6 alte a paJr.;t 06 t*e a:t.:t.ac.keJL'.6 body .6t.tl!h Mhand6 OIL 6 ee:t.. 
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Police 
~~sault! 
vleared 

M 

. , 
94l 

39 

16 

339 

55 

231 ,,-

174 

6 

39 

233 

243 

2316 

i 

! 

__ .1 

j 
I 

J 
~ ,] 

i 
·1 
.1 

1 
1 
I 

j 

1 

DISTURBANCE CALLS 39.5% 
'-_--TRAFFIC 10.5% 

~ __ INVESTIGATING 7.6% 

~~......- ~=1~~~:;:::::-~L---CIVIL DISORDER 2.5% 
AMBUSH . 3%,---~~;::::: 

URGLARIES 1.8% 
ROBBERIES .9% 

I----PRISONERS 1'0.0% 

ARRESTS 14.1%--------~~ 

MENTALLY DERANGED 1.6%---_..l -------ALLOTHER 11.3% 

i( 

ASSAULTS BY TIME OF DAY 519 

498 - 500 

" - 400 

..3fi.4 

334 

- 300 
, 

216 

- 200 

144 
126 

27 81 91 - 100 

31 41 

6-8 8-10 10-12 12-2 2-4 4-6 6-8 8-10' 10-12 12-2 2-4 4-6 fl 
AM / J\.. - rM ~ A M 
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INTRODUCTION o 

Over the past five years, Massachusetts has, overall, experienced 
moderately higher index" crimes (9.7% above the national average over 
the five year period) per 100,000 people than the nation as 'a whole. 
Although violent crime averaged 10.0% lower than the national average, 
property crime was significa~t1y higher by 11.8% over the, five year ~, 
period (1974-l978) .' ' 

, During 1979 326,559 crime index offenses were reported or made 
known to Massachusetts law enforcement agencies. Considering the 
tbta1 population of the Commonwelath (5,896,870) and the tota1o number 
of offenses reported in 1979 (326,559), there were 55.4 serious crimes 
per 1,000 Massachusetts ,residents. 

After compiling Massachusetts crime index for 1979 the following 
comparative results were obtained:' 

YE4R TOTAL CRIME INDEX TREND " 

1978 303,738 c' 0 

1979 " 326,559 +7.5 

YEAR TOTAL VIOLENT CRIME TREND 

1978 26,338 \\ 
1979 29,719 +12.8 

c 

YEAR TOTAL PROPERTY CRIME TREND 

1978 277,400 \ 
1979 296,840 +7.0 

The approximate number of crime index offenses that came to the 
attention of MasS~chusetts. law enforcement ,\,~gencie$ every; 24 bours in 
1979w~re as f011pws: 0 

MURDERS .57 
FORCIBLE RAPES 3.8 \i ROBBERIES 32.0 
AGGRAVATED ASSAULTS 46.0 Ii 

,BURGLARIES 242.0 
LARCENIES 397.0 
M01.'OR VEHICLE 

THEFTS 174.0 'I '( 

VIOLENT CRIMES 81.0 II < 'r 

PROPERTY CRIMES 813.0 
TOTAL INDEX CRIMES 895.0 

Serious crime reported in the six largest cities" in the Common- i,;I;C" 

wealth increased 7.3%\overa11, during 1979 when compared with 1978 
(bas'ed, on analysis of reported crime (1979) from Boston, Cambridge, 
Fall River, New Bedford, Springfield and Worcester). Se~ page 20 for 
a detailed breakdown. C9nsidering the six largest cities 'a's a whole, ' 
a total of 115,8'01 serious crimes were repor~e4 ,in 1979 as compared 
with 107,958 serious crimes reported to the po1iC,e in 1978. These 
two tot,al index figures account for the 7.3% increase in reported crime 
in the six, largest u,rban cities. ' 0 
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The crime index trends for the six major cities (1979) broke down 

as follows: 

Murder 
Forcible Rape 
Robbery 
Aggravated Assault 
Burglary 
Larceny-Theft 
Motor Vehicle Theft 
Violent Crime 
Property Crime 
Total Crime Index 

+28.9 
+16.2 
+16.8 

+8.8 
+3.3 

:rll.'9 
+2.4 

+13.2 
+6.4 
+7.3 

Commonwealth of Massachusetts - Crime Trends 1978-79 
{J' 

Murder' 
Forcible Rape 
Robbery 
Aggravated Assault 
Burglary 
Larceny-Theft 
Motor Vehicle Theft 
Violent Crime 
Propert Y Cr,ime 
Total Crime Index 

o 
+8.7 

+16.8 
+10.8 

+2.6 ' 
+12.4 

+2.0 
+12.8 

+7.0 
+7.5 

Of the 326,559 (state total), crime index offenses reported to the 
Crime Reporting Unit by 305 local and state law enforcement agencies 
29,719 or 9.1% were crimes of violence (homicide, forcible rape, 
robbery and aggravated assault) and 296,840 or 90.9% were property 
crimes (burglary, larceny-theft and ~otor vehicle. theft). 

The City of Boston with 70,231 crime index offenses, accounted 
for 21.5% of the'total crime reported in the Commonwealth, while the 
City of Cambridge added 2.5% with 8,130 offenses. Other cities of, 
significance were: 

CITY 
TOTAL INDEX OFFENSES .L 

-
Fall River 

6,,318 1.9 

New Bedford 
5,152 1.6 

Springfield 
13,397 4.1 

Worcester 
12,573 3.9 

Brockton 
7,963 2.4 

Brookline 
4,987 1.5 

Lowell 
5,780, 1.8 

Lynn 
7,547 2.3 

Quincy 
4,264 1.3 

Somerville 
4,977 1.5 

All other Massachusetts 175,240 53.7 
Cities/Towns 

For a detailed analysis of each index offense, please refer to 
the remainder of. the pages in this sect ion (3). 

Note: These figures represent those contributors who have sub-
m:i.tted a minimum of 3 months reports. Cities and tpwns with 2 months 
or less were no~ included in this report. 
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CRIME IN MASSACHUSETTS 

~ACH DAY IN MASSACHUSETTS 

OFFENSES THERE WERE: . 
1978 1979 

CRIMES 832 895 . 
VIOLENT CRIMES 72 81 

PROPERTY CRIMES 760 813 

MURDERS .57 .57 

FORCIBLE RAPES 3.5 3.8 

ROBBERIES 27 32 

,AGGRAVATED ASSAULTS 41 46 

BURGLARIES 236 242 

LARCENIES 353 397 

M.V. THEFTS 171 174 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF INDEX OFFENSES: 1979 

MOT~R VEHICLE THEFT 19.5% 

ROBBERY 3.5% 

FORCIBLE RAPE 
MURDER .06% 

I' 

" 

.~. _ .... 
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TOTAL NUMBER OF 

OFFEljSES REPORTED 

1978 1979 

303;738 326;559 

. 26,338 29,719 

277 400 296!: 840 

208 208 

1,273 1,384 

9,862 11,514 

14,995 16,613 

86,145 88,387 

128,926 144,878 

62 329 63.575 

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 5.1% 

BURGLARY 27.1% 

LARCENY 44.4% 
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CITY / TOWN 
by groups 
of 
population 

BOSTON 
637,000 

CAMBRIDGE 
102,096 

FALL RIVER 
102,339 

NEW 
BEDFORD 

100 748 

SPRING-
FIELD 
168,000 

WORCESTER 
172,000 

TOTAL y 

CITIES 
100,000+ 

(SIX) 

(I 

MURDER, 1a. 

NON-
. NEGLIGENT 

MANSLAUGHTEl! 
I 

.' 

1978 72 
1979 92 

% ,+27.8 

1978 1 
1979' 2 

% 1 to 2 

1978 3 
1979 7 

% +133.3 

1978 3 
1979 1 

% 3 to '1·' 

1978 12 
I 

1979 7 
-% -41.7 

1978 6 
" 

1979 16 
'% +166.7 

" 

1978 ·97 
1979 125 

% ,+28.9 

" 

. 

" 

j-.---:--~----, '--. ~~-~~:'~' 
t'j' 
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OFFENSES KNOWN TO THE POLICE 
JANUARY - DECEMBER 1979 

SIX CITIES OVE~. 100",000 

2. ' 3. 4. 5. 

B~RGLARY, 

FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED BREAKING or 
RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT ENTERING' 

475 ~ 5,635 ,9,853 15,064 
464 6,600 4,236 15,662 

-2.3 +17.1 +9.9 +4.0 
. -. ~.) . 

32 294 535 
~ 

1,810 
46 378' 436 2,377 

+43.8 +28.6 -18.5 +31. 3 
11 

7 185 199 1,981 
24 161 246, 1,910 

+242.9 -13.0 +23.6 -3.6 

11 116 185 1,074 
11 149 272 1,522 
.0' +28.4 .' +47.0 +41.7 

.. 
98 254 1,034 3,883 

137 307 1,109 3,323 
+39.8 +20.9 +7.3 -14.4 

37, 380 ' 384 3,707 
85 420 434 3,641' 

+129.7 +10.5 i,j +13.0 -1.8' , 

660 6,864 6,190 27,519 
767 8,015 6;733 28,435 

0+16.2 +16.8, :1-8.8 +3.3 
,. 

" 

" .if. "-;,:"",, ~ 

, , 
(\ " 

' . .-
( 

" , . 

. & 

6. 7. 

MOTOR 
LARCENY- VEHICLE 
THEFT .. THEFT 

20,620 19,647 
,23,121 20,056 

+12.1 ~ +2.1 

2,245 2,350 
2,613 2,278 
+16.4 -3.1 

2,516 1,140 
2,674 1,296 

+6.3 +13.7 

1,998 819 
.2,236 961 
+101.9 +17.3' 

4,807 2,423 
5,518 2,996 
+14.8 +23.6 

!!'-. 

4,866 3,197 
5,284 2,693 

+8.6 -15.8 

3.7,052 29,57q 
41,446 ". 30,280, 

+11.9 +2.4 

\ 

(i 

" 

o. ' 

" 

CRIME 
INDEX 
TOTAL 

L\ 

65,366 
70,231 

+7.4 

7,267 
8,130 
+11.9 

6,031 
6,318 

+4.8 

4,206 
5,152 
+22 ... 5 

12,511 
" 13,397 

+7.1 

12,577 
12,573 

-.03, 

107,958 
115,801 

+7.3 
.. 
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AN OVERVIEW OF THE SEVEN CRIME INDEX OFFENSES - 1979 

1. MURDER 

a. % OF TOTAL CRIME INDEX (MASSACHUSETTS) ~ 1979 
b. % OF TOTAL VIOLENT CRIME (MASSACHUSETTS) ~ 1979 
c. RATE PER 1,000 INHABITANTS (NATIONAL) - 1978 
d. RATE PER 1,000 INHABITANTS (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 

e. RISK FACTOR (NATIONAL) - 1978 

1 IN 11,148 INHABITANTS 

f. RISK FACTOR (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 

1 IN 28,350 INHABITANTS 

= .06 
= .70 
= .09 
~ .04 

g. CRIME TREND - FROM PREVIOUS YEAR (MASSACHUSETTS) 78-79 = 0 
h. COMPARISON 1978 VS. 1974 (NATIONAL) . = -5.55 
i. COMPARISON - 1979 VS. 1974 (MASSACHUSETTS) =':"18.75 

2. FORCIBLE RAPE 

a. % OF TOTAL CRIME INDEX (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 
b. % OF TOTAL VIOLENT CRIME (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 
c. RATE PER 1,000 INHABITANTS (NATIONAL) - 1978 
d. RATE PER 1,000 INHABITANTS (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 

e. RISK FACTOR (NATIONAL)' - 1978 

f. 

1 IN 3,248 INHABITANTS 
1 IN 1,644 FEMALES 

RISK FACTOR (MASSACHUSETTS) -1979 

" 1 IN 4,260 INHABITANTS 
1 IN 2,173 FEMALES 

= .42 
= 4.7 
= .31 
= .23 

g. CRIME TREND - FROM PREVIOUS YEAR (MASSACHUSETTS) '78-79 ~ +8.7 
h. COMPARISON - 1978 vs .1974 (NATIONAL) = +21. 2 
i. COMPARISON - 1979 VS. 1974 (MASSACHUSETTS) ~ +52.6 
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3. llOBBERY 

a. % OF TOTAL CRIME INDEX (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 
b. % OF TOT4L VIOLENT CRIME (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 
c. RATE PER 1,000 INHABITANTS (NATIONAL) - 1978 
d. RATE PER 1,000 INHABITANTS ( MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 

e. RISK FACTOR (NATIONAL) - 1978: 

1 IN 523 INHABITANTS 

f. RISK FACTOR (MASSACHUSETTS) -1979: 

1 IN 512 INHABITANTS 

= 3.5 
= 38.7 
= 1.9 
= 2.0 

g. CRIME TREND - FROM PREVIOUS YEAR (MASSACHUSETTS) 78-79 =+16.8 
h. COMPARISON - 1978 vs. 1974 (NATIONAL) = -5.7 
i. COMPARISON - 1979 vs. 1974 (MASSACHUSETTS) = -6.5 

4. AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 

5. 

a. % OF TOTAL CRIME INDEX (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 
b. % OF TOTAL VIOLENT CRIME (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 
c. RATE PER 1,000 INHABITANTS (NATIONAL) - 1978 
d. RATE PER 1,000 INHABITANTS . (MASSACHUSETTS) -1979 

e. RISK FACTOR (NATIONAL) - 1978 

1 IN 391 INijABITANTS 

f. RISK FACTOR (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 
1 IN 355 INHABITANTS 

= 5.1 
= 55.9 
= 2.6 
= 2.8 

g. CRIME TREND -FROM PREVIOUS YEAR (MASSACHUSETTS) 78 ... 79 =+10.8 
h'. COMPARISON - 1978 vs. 1974 (NATIONAL) =+22.3 
i. COMPARISON - 1979 vs. 1974 (MASSACHUSETTS) =+83.3 

BRUGLARY 

a. ,,% OF TOTAL CRIME INDEX (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 
b. % OF TOTAL PROPERTY CRIME (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 
c. RATE PER 1,000 INHABITANTS (NATIONAL) - 1978 
d. RATE PE,:R 1,000 INHABITANTS (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 

e. RISK FACTOR (NATIONAL) - 1978 

1 IN 70 INHABITAN~~ 

f. RISK FACTOR (MASSACHUS~TTS) - 1979 

1 IN 67 INHABITANTS 

= 27.1 
= 29.8 
= 14.2 
= 15.0 

g. CRIME TREND - FROM PREVIOUS YEAR (MASSACHUSETTS) 78-79 = +2.6 
h. COMPARISON 1978 vs. 1974 (NATIONAL) = +2.1 
i. COMPARISON - 1979 VS. 1974 (MASSACHUSETTS) = -1.7 
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6. LARCENY 

a. 
J)b. 
c. 
d. 

e. 

., 
% OF TOTAL'CRIME INDEX (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 
% OF TOTAL PROPERTY CR1ME'(MASSACHUSETTS) ;,..·1979 
RATE PER 1,000 INHABITANTS (NATIONAL) - 1978 
RATE PER 1,000 INHABITANTS (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 

RISK FACTOR (NATIONAL) - .1978 

1 IN 36 INHABITANTS 

f. RISK FACTOR (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 

1 IN 41 INHABITANTS 

= 44.4 
= 48.8 
= 27.4 
= 24.6 

g. CRIME TREND - FROM PREVIOUS YEAR (MASSACHUSETTS) 78-79 =+12.4 
h. COMPARtSON - 1978 VS. 1974 (NATIONAL)., =+13.7 
i COMPARISON - 1979 vs. 1974 (MASSACHUSETTS)" =+20.2 

7. cMOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

" 

a. 
b. 
c· 
d. 

e. 

% OF .. TOTAL CRIME INDEX (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 
% OF TOTAL PROPERTY CRIME (MASSACHUSETTS) - 1979 
RATE PER 1,000 INHABITANTS (NATIONAL) :... 1978 
RATE ,PER 1,000 INHABITANTS ~MASSACHUSETTS) 1979 

RISK FACTOR' (NATIONAL) - 1978 

1 IN 220 INHABITANTS 

f. RISK FACTOR (MASS~CHUSETTS) -"1979 

1 IN 93 INHABITANTS 
1 FOR EVERY 59 MOTOR VEHICLES 

REGISTERED 

g. CRIME TREND - FROM PREV.IOUS YEAR (MASSACHUSETTS) 78.,.709 
h. COMPARISON - 1978 VS. 1974 (NATIONAL) 
i. COMP,ARISON - 197-9 ·vS,. 1,,974' (Mj\ssAcHUSETTS) 

CRIME CLOCK 

= 19.5 
= 21.4 
= 4.5 
= 10.8 

=+2.1 
= +1.5 
=-19.7 

In 'Massac'husetts, during the year 1979, there were 326,559 

Index Crimes which'translates, to.1. lndex Crime every 1.6 minutes. 

T.he breakdown, for each offe'nse' is as follows: 

(J 

1 MURDER every 42 hours 
1. RAPE every 6 hours 
1 ROBBERY every 46 minutes 
1·· ASSAULT, every 32 minutes 
l' BURGLARY. every 6 minutes 
1 LARCENY every 4 minutes 
1 MOTOR VEHICLE. THEFT 

every 8 minutes 
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'1 VIOLENT CRIME 
every 18 minutes 

1 PROPERTY CRlME 
every' 2 mintit.~§: 
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TOTAL C R I liE I N D E X 

65.0 
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t: 55.0 
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!:1 50.0 .... 
0 
0 
o. 45.0 ... 
c: 
Ol 40.0 '" 
~ 35.0 ." 

30.0 
1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 

II A S S. _ S HAD E D ARE A 
YEA R II ASS. U. S. 

u. S. _ U N S HAD E D ARE A 
1974 53.8 48.5 

1975 60,8 52.8 

1976 58.2 52.7 

1977 53.1 50.6 

1978 50.9 51.1 
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1978 4.4 4.9 
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PROPERTY C R I '" E 
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.02 

.00 
1974 1975 1976 

II ASS. - S HAD E DAR E A 

U. S. - U N S HAD E DAR E A 

-J 

1977 1978 

YEA R '" ASS. U. S. 

1974 49.9 43.9 
1975 56.4 48.0 

1976 54.2 48.1 

1977 48.9 45.9 

1978 46.5 46.2 

1977 1978 

YEA R '" A S S. U. S. 

1974 .04 .10 

1975 .04 .10 

1976 .03 .09 

1977 .03 .09 

1978 .04 .09 
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·YEAR IIASS. u.s. 
1974 .16 .26 

1975 .19 .26 

1976 .18 .26 

1977 .20 .29 
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1978 

1978 

YEA R II ASS. U. S. 

1974 1.6 2.2 
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UHITBD STATES CRIIIE INDEX:-' 1974 1978 -
U.S. RISI[ TOTAL VIOLENT PROPJIBTY FORcIBLE AGGRAVATED IIO'1'OR VEBICLl 

YEAR POPULATION FAC1'OR INDEX CBllIE CRllIE WBDER RAPE BOBBB8Y ASSAfiLT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT 

" 1 NUMBER 10,a5a,400 874,7110 8,1178,100 aO,710 55,400 40,400 456;11110 3,039,l/;00 5,a82,500 877,100 
" 1974 a11,392,OOO IN -

lIATIf - , .10,: " .28 2.1 2.a 14.4 a4.9 4.6 
111 per 4a.5 4.6 43;8 

1 000 

" 1 RtlIIBER 11,a58;800 l,Oa8,a80 10,a3O,OOO aO,510' . 58.,090 464~870 484,710 3,2511,100 5,87'7,700 1,100,500 

'1975 1113,124,000 IN " ~ ; 

RATE .10 • 118 a.a a.3 . 15.3 a8.0 4.7 
19 per 511.8 4.8 48.0 

1000 ., ',. 
; 

r 
I 

1 RtlIIBBR . 11 ,31M ,100 ~,IIO 10,,311.1100 18.ftO H,nO ,420,:1110, 480.810 ,3;a511.100 t!.aTC,800 '&7,800 
N 
aI ItT8 1114.858.000 1ft 

f 
1,' , 

'1. 
RAft \) .• 01, •• •• 0, 2.3 14.4 .,2 4.1 

- r~ n.1 4.' 41.1 
], 

'f " 

1 IRIIIIID 10, ,na. 100 1.001.Il00 ",._.100 ,1'.1:10 n._G 404.110 ' . au.SIO 3.on". 1,8OfI . '100 1M!1.400 
" 

1.7'7 218.332 ,000 Iii " .' " . - .. -, , 
) 

I 14.~" IAft •• •• 1.' 
0 

..4 ,I ..... ~ 4.& 
ao per 110.8 '." 41.' 

(jc., I 
1 
r. 

c' 1 r t,\ 
t' 
~ , 

, 1000 , 
" " 

11.141._ 1.~I,ao 1,.110 .' 41';,040 
,. _ 4 

1,.~,400 1 IftIIIBD 10,,0'18,.' 17.1" ..... 100 .• • ,~.'I~.1OO .881,800 

1.,1 21I,GIIt ,000 D' " 
I , " . ' 

IAft, .01 ... • ,31 1..' 2.' '. 14 •• 17.4 4.1 
110 r.000_ 11.1 ...• " 41;2 , . ,to' .. ." 

,., 

·1 
I 
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MASSACHUSETTS CRIME INDEX' 1974 - 1979 
I 

RISK TOTAL VIOLENT PROPBRTt FORCIBLE AGGRAVATBD MOTOR VEHICLE 
YJ;AR POPULATION FACTOR INDEX CRIME CRIIIF. GJRDIm RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT 

I 1 NUJlBBR 312,211 22,545 2U,~, .'58 907 12,317 9,065 89,891 120,572 ,79,,203 

1974 5,800,OOCI IN 
" 

RATE : .04 .16 2.1 1 .• 6 15.5 20.8 13. 'T ' " 

19 per 53.8 3.9 .e.t .. 
1000 -

1 HUIlBBR 35',216 25,7t3 328,<l23 au l.121 13,229 11,201 99,802. 137,058 . 91,lSeS 

1975 5,828,000 " IN 

lUTE 
0 

.04 .19 2 •. 3 1.9 17.1 " 23.5 15.7 
Ir' 16 per 60.8 4.' 58.4 

" 1000 

1 NUJlBBIl 338,136 23,190 314,948 1N 1,028 10,'66 11,50;1 96,554 lU,l35 '16,257 
'" 0 

1976 5,809,000 IN 

RATE .0$ .,18 1.8 2.0 16.6 2'.5 13.1 
17 per 58.6 4.0· H.2 

1000 

1 IfUIIBD . ,311,ua 24,SH 286,868 ' 179 1,1" 9,789 13,37,0 88,504 132,996 85,$88 
1/ , 

111'17 5,867,075 IN 

" RATE .0$ .20 1.7 2.$ 15.1 22.7 11.1 
19 per 5$.1 4.1 .a.t 
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1 IlUllBD 301,408 a8,ass 275,15$ 101 ,l,a70 9,835 14,M2 85,aeo lII7,ta7' ·61,926 
" 

1978 5.916,495 IN 

RATE .04 ' .21 1.7 a.1 !(\~. 21.8 10.5 
20 per 10.11 ••• 48.5 
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l IfUIIBD 328, .. t .t,7111 ·198,140 101 1,384 ll,514 18,813 81,$87 ' .1.~,8'T8 83,S75 

1979. 5,898,870 IN -' : 

., RA'Q , .06 .1 •• 0 1.1 15.0 ~ •• 8 10.' 
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SI.4 1.0 10 •. $ 
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RECENT DEVELOPMENTS 

In October, 1978, t~~ United States Congress passed legislation 
that mandated that arson be classified as a Part I Crime Index Offense 
in theVniform Crime Reporting Program. To fulfill thi~~i mandate, the 
staff of the national program 'has established liaison iVlth law enforce­
ment, fire service and insurance communities and designed a form which 
would collect meaningful information to all concerned starting in 
January, 1979 .. The state program in Massachusetts established similar 
liaison through the State Fire Marshal'~ Office in order to coordinate 
the submission of data to the Massachusetts Uniform Crime Reporting 
Unit. 

Training sessions were .held throughout the state with the assist­
ance of the F.B.I., UCR Sect~on, to explain the change, as well as 
other changes in the collection of arrest d~ta for 1980, helping sol~e 
problems that arose, and explaining techniques in record keeping for 
the accurate collection of all UCRdata. Information bulletins have 
been distributed to all law enfo~cement .agencies to keep them updated 
on all current UCR procedures. 'We are continuing to monitor the sub­
mission of information and encouraging additional contributors to join 
this program to collect data on a crime that is rapidly increasing both 
here and throughout the coun'try. 

1979 STATISTICS I' '{, 
11,8.98 arson crimes were made known to law enforcemen't in Massachu-

setts and report~d to the Uniform Crime Reporting Unit in 1979. d 
Arson of mobile property(motor, vehicles, trailers, boats, etc.) ~ 

accounted for 7~166 or 60.2% of the arsons reported, structural fires . 
¥1 accounted' for· 4,234 or 35.6%, with the !fall other" category(crops, tim-

ber, fences, signs,·etc.) accounting for the remaining 498 or 4.2%. 
The total reported property loss from arson was $21,896,154, of 

which $16,672,715 was structural, $5,123,167 was mobile and $100,272 
was in the "all other" category. 

Massachusetts law enforcement agencies cleared 8.7% of the 
reporte~. This information was compiled from reports submitted 
or 60.8% of the contributors in the'Massachusetts Uniform Crime 
ting Program. 

No~e: See A~hon b~eakdown by ea~ego~y on Page 32 
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p,ROPERTY CLASSIFICATION 

u 

A. Single Occupancy Residential: 
Houses, Townbouses, Duplexes, etc. 

Do I?ther 

::~!~;~' MOtels, .r;:-u" Boarding etc. 

S C. storage: T 
R Bl\l'IU!, Garage., Warehouses, etc. 

U 
C 
T 
U D. industrial/Manufacturing 

R 
A E. Other Commercial: 
L Stores, Restaurants, Offices, etc. 

,. 

F. Community /Publ!c: 
Churches, Jails, Schools, Colleges, 
Hospitals, etc. 

G. All Other Structure: 
Out Buildings, Monuments, Buildings Under 
Construction, etc. 

TOTAL STRUCTURE 

H. ~~tor Vehicles: 
Automobiles, Trucks, Buses, Motorcycles; 

;vI 
etc.: UCR Derlnltion 

0 1. Other MobUe Property; 
B Trailers, Recreational VehiCles, Airplanes, 
I Boats, etc. 
L 
E 

TOTAL MOBILE 

.' 

J. TOTAL OTHER 
Cro{)S, Timber, FenceE, Signs, etc .. 

.f\. 

GRAND TOTAL 

!) \1 
.11 

i 

ARSON OFFENSES KNOWN TO LAW ENFORCEMENT 

JANUARY - DECEMBER 1979 

2 3 :,. 4 5 

Offenses Reported Unfounded, t. e. Number of Total offae. 
or False or Bale1eil Actual Offenaes Cleared .. ' 

Known to Peltce Complaint! ' (ColUmn II Minu. by Arrelt 
(Include Unfounded ColUDlJi 3 or Exceptloaal 

and Attempts) Inc~de Attempt.) "'Means 
(IncludeColUDlJi 8) 

.i 

1279 ., 325 954 c 209 

1394 , 147 1247 259 

584 11 57.3 
\, 

83 
" 

267 27 240 22 

542 40 .. 502 67 
. '+ " 

523 0 59 464 , \:;, 89 

265 11 254 33 

4854 6·20 4234 '" 162. 

7189 202 6987 233 

c' 

185 6 179 . 13 

' .. j 

208 " 7374 71.66 0_ 246 

514 16 498 29 
" ,. 

12,742 844 ~f.(',89a 1037 
0 ., 

,. 8 

Humberof 
·Clearances 

InlOlvlng Only 
Per80ns Under 

18 Yeara of Aie 

64 

94 

l\ 27 

~:.; 6 

15 

44 

24 

'.274 

17 

5 

22 

14 

31.0 
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Offeilaes Where ,{ Estimated Value 
Structures of 

Un1nbablted " Property Damage 
Abandoned, or 
no~ Normally 

In Use , 

135., 
1$ 

2,374,110 

• 
27~ -;;. 2,102,607 

, $ 

164 734,768 
0 

$ 
9 6,671,430 

$ 

33 3,012,230 
$, 

43 1,631,340 
$ 

41 146,230 
1$ 
1- 16.672 715 

!':4/'~i 
$ 

4,929,272 
.,< ~ 

., 
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',,':"q 1$ 

5 ~123,16 7 
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MURDER 1 9 7 ~ SUM MAR Y 

Definition: 

The willful, non-negligent killing of one person by another, ex­
cluding attempts to kill, assaults to k~,ll, suicide, accidental death 
and justiiiabl,e homicide. 

Murder is the most serious of the four violent index offenses. 
In 1979, there were 208 murders in Massachusetts, which represented 
.7% of all violent crime' and .06% of one percent of the total index. 
The greatest nl..ullber of murders in one month was 26 in October, followed 
by 23, in May. Suffolk County, of which Boston is the main population 
center, accounted for 94 murders or 45.2% of the total. 

The number of murdersremainE!.d the same when comparing 1979 with 
1978, but decr~~ased 18.8 percent from 1974. Wi th the except ion of 
the increase f:i~om 1977 to 1978, a steady decline by substantial in­
cremen.ts has,_bE~en evident since 1973 and 1974 when there was an 
all time high o,f 256 murders in each of those ye'ars. When comparing 
1970 with 1979 murder rose 5.6%. ' 

The Massachusetts murder rate remained the sa,.me, 4.0 lier 100,000 
people when comparing 1979 with 1978. The crime r~te for murder 
nation wide was<9.0 per 100,000 people. 

The risk fa,ctor indicates that there was .3% more chance that 
any Massachusetts citizen would become a victim of niurder in 1979 
than in 1978. 

Due to the seriousness of the offense, more detailed informatiori 
is collected conc\erning victims, offenders, weapons used and circum­
stances in which ,the offense took place, than 'for any other offense. 
Murder victims we~re 20 or more years old 80.3% of the t\~me, males 
69.9% of the time~ 75.9% were white and 23.6% negro. In Single 
Victim/Single Offender situations, offenders were male 8,1.8% of the 
time, 18.2% weref\~male, 74.4% were white, 24.0% were negro and 1.7% 
oth~r races. I , 

Handguns were!used in 26.0% of the murders and firearms of all 
types in 35.6%. 

The situation I,\lOSt frequently resulting in murder were felony 
and suspected felon~: which accounted for 48.1% of the murders. 
Arguments and fights\ accounted for 42.3%. Drug related situations 
occurred in 5.3% of the murders. 

Tht';.-, clearance rate for murder was 69.2%, the highest for any 
offense. 

RISK RACTOR: 

TREND: 
Year 

1977 
1078 
1979 

1977" 
1978 
1979 

1 in 32,777 people 
,1 in")28,445 people 
1 in 28,350 people 

Number of Offenses 

Percent change 79/78 

179 
208 
208 

0% 

33 

Rate per 100M People 

o 

3.0 
4.0 
4.0 

0% ....... 



MASSACHUSETTS MURDER BY MONTH: 1979 

<,) 

MONTH TOTAL 

JANUARY 13 

" FEBRUARY 13 i. 

" I • 

MARCH 13 
.. 

APRIL 20 

MAY 23 

JUNE 19 
(J 

JULY 12 

AUGUST 15 

SEPTEMBER c 
0 

15 

OCTOBER 26 

NOVEMBER 20 

DECEMBER 19 

, 

TOT A L 208 

. .. 

34 .. 
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TOTAL .••••• 

PERCENT 

FELONY TYPE Ii 
',; % 
I' 

L 
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0 

SUSPECTED FELONY TYPE /I 
% 

1 
I 
I 
L 

0 

, ROMANTIC TRIANGLE /I 
% 

I 
Ii 

IJ W 
,J CJ1 
1i 
1< 

ARGUMENT OVER MONEY II 
OR PROPERTY % 

H 
ji 
I' r 
11 
~ 

I 
1 

NARCOTICS (SALE OR II 
POSSESSION) ARGUMENT % 
OVER 

OTHER ARGUMENTS II 
% 

UNABLE TO DETERMINE II 
-:--J (NO MOTIVE ESTABLISHED) % 

\ 

I~l 

r, 

-

~~', 

RELATIONSHIP BY CIRCUMSTANCE, 1979 
(Percent Distribution) . 

:;-" 

f.~~; 
" ~i ' 

FRIEND~\ 
RELATIVES NEIGHBOP:S 

AQUAINTANCES 
23 79 

11.1 38.0 

1 13 
.5 6.3 

3 6 
1.4 2.9 

0 2 
.0 1.0 

0 1 
.0 .5 

0 5 
" .0 2.4 

14 48 
6.7' 0 23.1 
, c 

5 4 
2.4 1~9,) 

STRANGERS TOTAL 

106 208 

50.9 100.0 

28 42 
13.5 20~'3 

*49 58 
" 23.6 27.9 

0 2 
.0 1.0 

1 2 
.5 1.0 

6 11 
2.9 " 5.3 

13 75 
6.3 36.1 

9 0 18 
4.3 8.6 

* - Includes homicides by unknown circumstances and unknown offenders 
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AGE 

TOTAL 
PERCENT 

Infant 
(under 1) 

l·to 4 

5 to 9 

10 to 14 

15 to 19 

20 to 24 

25 to 29 

30 to 34 

35 to 39 

40 to 44 

45 to 49 

50 ,to 54 

55 to 59 

60 to 64 

65 to 69 

70 to 74 
e 

75 and over 

"Unknown 

NUMBER PERCENT 

" 

208 
100.0 

2 1.0 ~ 

3 1.4 

2 1.0 
,~' 

.5 2.4 

29 13.9 

42 20.2 

29 13.9 

26 12.5., 

14 6.7 

c 13 6.3 

7 3.4 

8 3 .8~ 

5 2.4 

J 3.4 . 

6 2.9 

2 l.0 " 

7 3.4 

1 .5 

AGE, SEX AND RACE OF MURDER VICTIMS, 1979 

SEX RACE 
" 

ALL 
MALE FEMALE . WHITE .. 

NEGRO INDIAN' 'CHINESE JAPANESE OTHERS 

145 63 1.58 . 49 1 0 0 a 
69.7 30.3 76.0 23.6 .4 NA NA NA 

0 1 1 2 

1 2 3 
0· 

2 2 
0 

3 2.(' 5 

" 17 f 12 18 11 

31 11 35 6 1 

22 7 19 10 

20 6 20 6 

11 3 11 3 ", 

12 1 f 9 4 

7 0 5 , .. 2 
, 

'7 1 7 J1 
4 1 3 2 

4 3 6 1 
.. ;~ . 

2 4 5 1 

0 2 2 '0" 
2 5 6 1 

c 

!" 

o 



'.' OFF E N D E R 

S E X R ACE 
" 

V I C TIM TOT A L 
MALE FEMALE WHITE NEGRO OTHER 

, 

" 

SEX: 
MALE .... 88 71 17 65 21 2 
FEMALE .. 33 28 5 2'5 8 0 

" 

RACE: 
WHITE, ... 95 80 15 86 8 ~ 
NEGRO ... 25 18 7 4 21 0 
OTHER ... 1 1 0 0 0 1 

" 

TOTAL ....... 121 99 22 90 29 2: 

0 

SINGLE VICTIM/OFFENDER BY SEX AND RACE 
1979 

37 
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CD 

AGE 

TOTAL •••• 

Infant 
(under 1) 

i tl> 4 

5 to 9 

10 to 14 

15 to 19 

20 to 24 

25 .to 29 

30 to 34 

35 ,to 39 

40 to 44 

45 to 49 

50 to 54 

55 to 59 

60 to 64 

6S to 69 

70 to 74 

75 and over 

Unknown 

I 
IlUllBER RAIIDGUN 

20a 54 

" 
2 

3 

2 

5 1 

29 8 

42 11 

30 8 

2S 13 

14 5 

13 2 

7 1 , 

8 3 

5 

7 1 

'6 1 

2 

7 

1 

" 

MURDER VIChMS - WEAPONS lISED. 1979 

WEAPONS, 

RIFLE arn:IIIG BLIlNT PERSONAL 
SHOTGUN OR OBJECT . WEAPONS POISON EXPLOSIVES 

STABBIIIG 

20 72 " 14 16 0 0 

1 

1 1 

1 1 

2 1 1 

1 10 2 2 

5 18 1 4 

4 11 2 1 

1 6 1 1 

2 4 1 

2 5 2 

4 1 

1 2 1 

1 3 l'l 

2 1 

0
1 1 2 " 

1 1 

2 1 1 

1 

,._---------,---------

If 

" 
" 

OTHER WEAPON 

WON IWlCOUCS STRAIIGULATION ASPHYXIATION OR 
WEAPON NOT STATED 

14 0 110 I 0 7 

1 

1 

S 1 

1 2 

2 2 

1 1 1 

1 1 

2 . 
1 

I 

1 

2 1 

"1 Q 

2 1 

i 

I 
" I 
I 

I 
I 

------,---.--.'"""~~ .. ~ .. _____ ----_____ ..;...:._l .. _~~J .. ! .,;,.-__ _ J 
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SEC T ION 

REPORTED 

I N D E X OFF E N SoE S 

B Y 

AGENCY 

1 9 7 9 

4 

National Crime Rate Averages (1978): (Rate per 1,000 inhabitants) 

*Crime Index Total: 
*Violent Crime: 
*Property Crime: 

51.1 
4.9 

46.2 

UNLESS OTHERWISE STATED, ALL CRIME RATES ARE CALCULATED PER 
1,000 INHABITANTS 

Comparative notes: 
'*a.National ,clearance rate (1978) = 21.0% of all index crimes. 

b. Massachusetts clearance rate (1979) = 15.6% of all index crimes. 

* based on information obtained from Crime in the U. S., 1978,z 
'Federal Bureau of Investigation, VCR Section. 

d , 
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MASSACHUSETTS REPORTED INDEX OFFENSES BY AGENCY: 1979 

DEPARTMENT 

GROUP 1 
250,000 & over 

:,:, 

* CRIME CLEARANCE 
POPULATION' RATE 1\ RATE 

I 

1'O'£AL 
INDEX 

VIOLENT PROPRTY 
CRIME CRIME 

BOSTON 637,000 110.3 
\~ 

12.0 70,231 11,392 58,839 

GROUP 1 TOTAL 

CRIME RATE 
per 1,000 

PROUP 2 
100,000 - 250,000 

CAMBRIDGE 

FALL RIVER 

NEW BEDFORD 

SPRINGFIELD 

WORCESTER 

637,000 110.3 

102;096 

102,339 

100,748 

168,000 

172,000 

79.6 

61. 7 

51.1 

79 .. 7 

73.1 

aetual 
12.0 70,231 11,392 58,839 

/ 

110.3 

15.4· 8,130 

15.9 6,318 

21. 5 5,152 

21. 8 13,397 

11.1 12),573 

17.9 92.4 

862 7,268 

438 5,880 

433 4,719 

1,560 11,837 

955 11,618 
\, 

·-G-R-O-U-P--2--T-O-T-A-L----~---6-4-5-,-1-8-3+-----7-0-.-6~--av-e-~-~-g-.~~--4-5--,~~~-0~--4-,2-4-8~4-1-,-3-2-2~ 

CRIME RATE 
per 1,000 

GROUP 3 
50,000 - 100,000 

ARLINGTON 

BROCKTON 

BROOKLINE 

CHICOPEE 

FRAMINGHAM 

LAWRENCE 

LOWELL 

LYNN 

*per 1,000 inhabitants 

50 22'= , . .: 
96,742 

56,50S 

58,431 

70,000 

"66,915 

92,249 

80,368 

39.8 

82.3 

88.3 

46.6 

51.4 

72.7 

62.7 

93.9 

39 

11.2 

17.7 

7.8 

12.7 

11. 3 

11.2 

22.7 

13.3 

70.6 

2,000 

7,963 

4,987 

2,723 

3,599 

4,863 

5,780 
" 

7,547 

6.6 64.0 

160 ' 1,840 

'734 7,229 

343 4,644 
) 

148 2,575 

198 .,3 J 401 
'~ I' 

. 210 ~~,653 
\ 

487 5,293 

1,221 6,3'26 
" 

\. 

.I .. 

~. 

FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED 
MURDER " I RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT 

';, 

92 ·464 6,600 4,236 

92 464 6,600 4,236 

.14 .73 10.4 6.6 

" 

2 46 378 436 
.. 

7 24, 161 246 

1 11 149: 272 

7 137 307' 1,109 

16 85 420 434 

33 303 1,415 2,497 

.05 .47 2.2 3.9 

0 5 26 129 

1 23 211 499 ' 

1 11 153 178 

2 7 27 112 

1. 10 30 157 . 
2 18 84 106 

2 '29 128 328 

8 1 
<t-

172 1,0'40 , 
\' 

40 

~~i_iZiiF .. 'W .. ij •.• .,~tlGJc~~~---"'­
o 

~-

~TOR ~HICLE 
BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT 

15,662 23,121 20,056 

15,662 23,121 20,056 

24.6 36.3 31. 5 

2,377 2,613 2,278 

1,910 2,674 1,296 

1,522 2,236 961 

3,323 5,518 2,996 

3,641 5,284 2,693 

12,773 18,325 10,224 

19.8 28.4 15.8 

689 831 320 

1,936 3,496 1,797 

1,593 2,298 753 

704 1,529 342 

1,000 1,906 495 

1,484' 1,632 1,537 

1,608 2,295 1,390 

2,334 2,717 1,275 



-' 
" " 

" 
CUEARANCE VIOLENT PROPRTY CRIME TOTAL 

DEPARTMENT POPULATION RATE RATE INDEX CRIME CRIME 
FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED MOTOR VEHICLE MURDER RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT 

,f 

MALDEN 54,189 3Q.8 22.8 1,668 85 1,583 2 3 36 44 391 691 501 

MEDFORD 60,702 30.1 15.5 1,829 197 1,632 0 3 48 146 429 678 525 
..-;:.' 

240 3;967 NEWTON 88,000 47.8 10.3 4,207 1 10 58 171 933 2,539 495 

PITTSFIELD "-""" 53,360 62.0 15.2 3,310 220 3,090 1 11 50 158 1,116 -
1,786 188 

QUINCY 91,487 46.6 27.6 4,264 276 3,988 1 14 89 172 1,055 1,879' 
, 

1,054 

SOMERVILLE 80,596, 6l. 7 14.4 4,977 318 4,659 1 11 140· 166 1,701 1,270 1,688 . 
WALTHAM 57,837 34.2 13.3 1,977 112 1,865 0 7 38 67 416 1',032 417 

WEYMOUTH 59,912 37.2 8.9 2,231 87 2,144 2 12 33 40 724 1',081 339 
: 

average 
GROUP 3 TOTAL 1,117,520 57.2 14.7 63,925 5,036 58,889 25 1'75 1,323 3,513 18,113 27!,660 13,116 

CRIME RATE 
per 1,000 57.2 4.5 52.7 .02 .2' 1.2 3.1 16.2 24.8 1l. 7 
-
GROUP 4 : 

~~5,000 - 50,000" 

AMHERST 32,780 2f?3 1l.2 863 46 817 " 0 7 4 35 217 520 80 
" ANDOVER 26,050 47.1 10.4 1,,226 39 1,187 0 2 4 33 390 670 127 

BARNSTABLE 29,758 13l.6: ~.7 3,917 124 3,793 , . 

, 
0 10 41 73 1,414 2,106 273 

BELMONT 27,839 3l. 7 5.4 882 73 809 O' 1 20 52 285 '447 77 

BEVERLY 37,388 56.4 8.6 2,108 68 2,040 0 2 18 48 627 1,104 309 
,'\ 

BRAINTREE 38,000 66.9 10.3 2,541 21'9 2,322 
.' .. . 

• 0 4 74 141 391 1,026 905 

CHELMSFORD 31,749 46.6 8.8 1,,478 50 1,4~8 0 3 12 35 380 872 176 

1 
i , 

CHELSEA 25,025 80.6 21.0 ' 2,018 185 1,833 

DANVERS 25,853 6l.2 10.5 1,581 6 1,575 " 

0 4 73 108 614 562 657 
0 0 3 3 234 947 394 

" 
, ~ DEDHAM 28,000 53.0 12.9, 1,484 ,2 1,482 0 0 2 0 275 765 , 442 

EVERETT 42,845 40.0 1l.1 1,713 130 1,583 
~' 

FITCHBURG 38,969 50.5 15.7 1,970 115 1,855 
I 

1 0 50 79 391 807 385 
1 13 42 '59 505 

.. 
1,172 178 , 

"c. 

l;iLOUCESTER 27,140 48.3 17 .. ,7 1,310 127 1.1.83 1 6 13 107 480 476 227 

41 " 42 



CRIME CLEARANCE TOTAL VIOLENT 
DEP ARTIIENT POPULATION RATE RATE INDEX CRIME 

HAVERHILL + 43,761 NjA NjA 2,998 253 

HOLYOKE + 4;8,200 NjA NjA 3,960 438 

LEOMINSTER 35,415 51. 7 14.7 1,832 84 

LEXINGTON 32,477 34.6 14.4 1,123 29 

MARLBORO 35,000 21. 3 15.8 745 17 

MARSHFIELD 26,142 54.7 10.9 l~;~fO 98 

5~~ 
, 

MELROSE 31,915 15.7 23.3 37 IL. 
(l;:.:-:oc" 

METHUEN 40,000 52.9 9.9 2,116 
7~ 

83 

MILTON 26,809 36.8 9.5 986 97 

NATICK 32,000 24.0 52.5 768 38 

NEEDHAM 29,936 37.1 7.7 1,112 101 

NORTHAMPTON 30,141 58.4 11. 2 1,759 102 

NORWOOD + 31,316 NjA NjA 826 46 

PEABODY 44,959 4'('.3 9.8 2,126 105 

PLYMOUTH 32,000 68.6 14.2 2,195 195 

SALEM 39,592 37.1 18.7 1,470 54 

STOUGHTON 25,717 34.5 2.5.5 888 111 

TAUNTON 45,110 55.8 13.6 2,516 109 

WAKEFIELD 25,500 32.0 6.6 816 15 

WATERTOWN 36,075 54.8 17.4 1,978 114 

WELLESLEY 26,593 24.6 4.4 655 14 

WES'r SPRINGFIELD 28,249 81.4 10.0 2,300 82 

WESTFIELD 35,000 34.4 17.0 1,203 4.7 

WOBURN 35,329 45.1 20.4 1,,593 56 

GROUP 4 TOTAL 1,201,632 50.8 14.1 60,988 3,509 

" 

43 

PROPRTY 
CRIME 

2,745 

3,522 

1,748 

1,094 

728 

1,332 

465 

2,033 

889 

730 

1,011 

1,657 

780 

2,021 

2,000 

1,416 

777 

2,407 

801 

1,864 

641 

2,218 

1,156 

1,537 

57,479 
... 

1 
J :j 
'J 

I 
1 , 
! 

1 
:.! 

I 
'j 

J 
:1 
i q '. 

1 
J 
:/ 
1 
J 
'J 

1 
i 

1 
: ~,j 

1 
,~ ., 
1 
i 
I 
j 
.I 
'j 
! 

, 

FORCIBLE 
MURDER ( RAPE 

2 14 

0 30 

1. 5 

0 2 

0 1 

0 1 

0 2 

0 4 

O' 4· 

0 1. 

O· 0 

0 3 

0 1 

'0 6 

0 8 

0 5 

0 0 

1 4 

0 0 

0 1 

0 3 

0 8 

1 2 

0 2 

8 159 

AGGRAVATED I 
MOTOR VEHICLE 

ROBBER:Y ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT . I 

37 200 1,120 1,008 617 

102 306 1,152 1,854 516 

17 61 402 1,112 234 

6 21 279 715 100 
I. 

8 8 224 395 
, 

109 

5· 92 394 761 177 

7 28 139' 216 110 

32 47 ,) 410 1,136 487 
: 

26 67 357 433 99 

13· 24 231 327 172 

7 94 198 717 96 

6 93 434 1,052 171 
: 

24 21 336 246 198 

19 80 661 1,040 320 

10 177 870 957 173 

19 30 656 432 \, .\ ,328 

7 104 199 419 159 
c; 

33 71 872 1,144 '. 391 

6 9 244 450 107 

25 88 493 1,004 397 

2 9 195 407 39 

18 ,56 440 1,41~ 359 

10 34 222 795 139 

" 17 37 517 381 639 . 
" 

812 2,530 17,,248 ~9,894 10,337 

44 
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J 
.j 

: .. 
. . 

CL'EAIWlCE TOTAL VIOLENT ,~ROPRTY . 
CRIME 

DEPARTMENT 'i~ POPULATION RATE RATE INDEX CRIME ' .CRIME 
. ' 

1 
1 
'j ., 
:1 
i 

/ 

FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED MOTOR VEHICLE 
MURDER I RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT 

~ \ 
'I 

~RIME ,RATE 50.8 2.9 47.8 
j 
1 

. .01 )) . 1 .7 2.1 14.4 24.9 8.6 
[per 1,00.0 

~ROUP 5 
' .}). 

1.0,.00.0 - 25,00.0 
< , 622 

!ACTON 2.0,.0.00 34.9 2.0.9 697 75 

, 
\ 

345 
ADAMS 10, 66.~ 3~.O 2.0.1 363 18 , 

AGAWAM + 24,305 ' N/A N/A 363 23 '34.0 
''':, 

AMESBURY 15,90.0 14.2 37.2, 226 17 2.09 
, 

ATHOL .1.0,798 ~9.1 22:6 314 19 295 

AUBURN 15,626 40.2 7.3 628 25 6.03 

BEDFORD . 12,125 44.6 1.0.2 541 45 496 
.. 

BELLINGHAM + 14;619' NtA N/A 517 19 ,498 

I 

. J30URNE . 11,349 82 . .0 1'3: 5 931 ,37 894 

BRIDGEWATER 15,.0.0.0 34.3 13.8 514 37· 477 ' 

\', 1,868 
BURLINGTON + 24,189 N/A N/A 1,915 47' 

, " 

CANTON 18.,5.0.0 15.7 32 . .0 . 291 5 286 . 
CLINTON + 13,.0.0.0 N/A ~/A 572 52 '520 

, 

CONCORD 17,27.0 37.4 6.5 646 23 623 

DENNIS 13,.0.0.0 75.4 14.4 98.0 28 952 
, .. (I, 
I 

., 

" 45.1 ' " 5.9 1,.01,5 57 958 
DRACUT 22,5.0.0 

0 

pUXBURY 11,4.09 44.5 5.5 508 17 491 

EAST LONGMEADOW 13,5.0.0 24.4 5.8 ·330 5 325 

EA~THAMPTON 15,.08.0 2.o.~ , 22.1 3,.07' . 21 286 
.. 

FAIRHAVEN 16,247 28.3 28 .. 7 460 78 382 

, 1,235 
FALMOUTH 2.0,648 62.8 '15.3 1,297 62 

, 

FOXBORO + 13";96.0 , N/A ,~N/A 695 '. 18 6717 

i\ 

,; 

1 
i 
{ 
I 

1 
) , 

I 
, 
·1 
1 
~t 

i 

J 
1 
I 

I 
, 
;i 
1 
i 

\ 
'J 
1 

I 
',I 

·1 
l 

j 
~i 

! 1 
j 

! 
i 
j 

j 
J 

'I 

1 
I 
I 

,I 
\ 

J 
~ 
'~ 
,I 
% 
1 

i 
J 
I 

I 
I, 

J 
" 

~ 
I 

\ 

I , 
I 
t 

.0 1 1 73 14.0 42'7 55 , 

.0 .0 .0 18 57 264 24 

0 1 2 2.0 136 143 61 

.0 2 3 12 124 61 24 

.0 3, 4. 12 113 149 33 

.0 .0 2.0 5 157. 271 175 

.0 3 4 38 121 3.09 66 

.0 .0 1 18 24.0 2.07 51 

.0 4 4: 29 322 511 61 

0 3 5 29 151 245 81 

.0 2 2(3 . 19 334 1,.032 5.02 

1 .0 .0 
) 

4 113 76 97 

.0 .0 24 28 148 3.0.0 72 

.0 6 3 14 168 43.0 25 

0 1 1 26 48.0 436 ·36 

O· I 3, 53 251 49.0 
"~" 

217 
1-:' 

.0 .0 4 13 173 293 25 

.0 .0 .o' 5 78 214 33 

1 4· .0 16 1.03 149 34 

0 .0 3 75 139 2.07 36 
u 

.0 7 6 49 822 323 9.0 

.0 ,1 5 12 129 452 96 
" 

" . . ' 
, 
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I) 

CRIME CI;EARANCE TOTAL' VIOLENT PROPRTY 
DEPARTMENT POPULATION RATE RATE INDEX CRIME CRIME 

: 
, 

1 
i 

:1 
'1 

'.1 
': 

FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED MOTOR VEHICLE 
MURDER ' 'RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT 

I 

FRANKLIN 20,000 37.0 14.7 740 24 716 

GARDNER 19,349 18.2 26.6 353 37 316 

PRAFTON 12,.000 15 .. 3 26.6 184 18 166 

pREENFIELD 19,000 34.2 27.1 649 32 617 

:;l 
·1 
~ 1 

'I 
i , 
I 

j 
;j 

:1 
J ., 
1 

0 4 4 16 165 472 79 
0 2 11 24 164 89 63 
0 2 3 13 58 86 22 
0 7 10 15 84 474 59 

HINGHAM 21,000 47.2 14.3 992 ~7 965 

HOLBROOK 11,849. 23.0 17.2 273 10 263 

I , 
.] 

I 
i 

~, J 

0 2 7 18 344 538' 83 
0 1 5 4 92 137 34 

HOLDEN 13,912 14.7 33.3 204 8 196 
" 

i ". 
I 
·1 

0 0 1 7 45 143 8 
HOLLISTON 13,500 26 .. 4 7.3 357 11 346 .. 

HUDSON 16,513 27.6 17.8 456 36 420 

HULL 10,732 35.1 22.8 377 34 343 

IPSWICH 12,000 44.5 9.9 534 20 514 

f 

t 
I 
" . 1 

, ~.; 

! 
1 
i 
l 
I 

1 
1 
\ 

0 5 1 5 124 202 20 
1 9· 2 24 175 205 40 
0 O. 2: 32 . 87 213 43 
1 0 2 17 142 321 51 ,I, 

LEICESTER 10,500 16.9 7 . .9 177 7 170 

LONGMEADOW 17,150 51.8 4.8 889 8· 881 

LUDLOW 18,183 3Q.~ 11.6 553 18 535 

LYNNFIELD 11,974 19.0 5.3 ,228 12 216 

~ANSFIELD 13,300 25.6 15.6 340 28 312 

~ARBLEHEAD 23,500 17.3 13.5 406 9 397 

~ED!IELD 10,500 32.8 11. 9 344 10 334 

j 
4 
I 
( 

i 1 
'1 

1 

I 
" 

1 

1 I j 

J 
I I 

f 1 
1 
j 
] , 
I 

0 1 2' 4 53 92 25 
: 

0 2 1 5 166 687 28 
2 0 2 14 125 377 '33 
0 0 4 8 89 116 11 
0 1 4 23 90 167 55 
0 2 4 3 178 182 37 
0 0 3 7 ,51 269 14 , 

IMIDDLEBORO 14,146 55.2 27.3 781 86 695 
,I 
! 0 1 5 80 ' 169 401 125 

IMILFORD 24,800 24.1 12.0 598 7 591 , 
2 0 2 3 266 215 110 

MILLBURY 12,800 33.6 21. 9 . 430 26 404 0 1 2 23 131 231 42 
NEWBURYPORT . 16,000 55.9 5.1 894 53 841 1 0 2 50 196 478 

'< 

167 ' 
NORTH ADAMS 16,858 67.7 40.9 1,141 99 1,042 1 3 3 92 269 728 45 

c 

NORTH ANDOVER 17,235 39.9 14.6 687 51 636 0 1 11 39. 217 314 105 
NORTH ATTLEBORO 22,450 57.2 13.2 1,284 60 1,224 0 0 10 '50 .353 " 739 132 
NORTH READING 12,157 50.3 29.1 612 .. 39 '. 52a .0 1 2 4 32 165 3Hl . 98 

47 
48 
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CRIME C~EARAN.CE TOTAL VIOLENT PROPRTY 
DEPARTMENT POPULATION RATE RATE INDEX CRIME CRIME .. 

FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED 
. 

MOTOR VEHICLE MURDER r RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT 
" 

NORTHBORO 10,800 42.7 16.5 461 25 436 

NORTHBRIDGE 12,165 21.4 20.0 260 15 245 

NORTON 11,,500 38.2 14.8 439 33 406 

OXFORD 11,380 40.9 22.2 465 24 441 

PALMER 11,755 22.1 25.~ 260 35 225 

PEMBROKE 13,500 34.4 6.5 464 17 447 

0 4 2 19 130 277 29 
0 0 3 12 101 129 15 
1 2 2 28 190 166 50 
0 0 7 17 \, ),13 263 I",.. , 

65 \~ " 

0 \' ,. 

0 1 34 '101 95 29 
0 1 0 16 122 273 52 

READING 23,399 23.2 19.7 543 14 529 
I 

SAUGUS 24,716 65.2 5.8 1,612 46 1,566 

SCITUATE + 18,000 NjA NjA 941 35 906 

SEEKONK 12,000 78.9 1.5 947 46 901 

SHARON 13,918 36.0 22.4 501 19 482 

SHREWSBURY 21,965 34.0 8~3 746 49 697 

SOMERSET 19,209 38.8 9.5 745 27 718 

SOUTH HADLEY 16,984 1\1.1 11.4 324 ~,O 314 

SOUTHBRIDGE 17,225 14.7 7.1 253 11 242 

SPENCER 10,000 17.3 0 173 18 155 

STONEHAM 22,000 30.0 13.4 659 16 643 

45.5 9.7 
, 

679 38 641 SUDBURY 14,930 

SWAMPSCOTT 14,329 30.2 11.5 433 13 420 

SWANSEA 17,000 .51'.6 8.0 878 45 833 
l,;",. 

WALPOLE 18,504 48.8 4.2 . 903 48 855 

WAREHAM 15,078 93.0 10.5 1,403 91 1,372 

WAYLAND + 12,859 NjA N/A 301 25 276 

WEBSTER 14,444 24.2 24.1' 349 26 323 

WESTBORO .' 13',332 46.7 10.5 622 23 599 

WESTFORD 12,951 45.0 26.8 583 32 5.51 

1\ 

0 1 8 5 144 322 63 
0 2 23 21 223 806 537 : 
0 3· 4 28 328 497 81 " 

2 1 16: 27 181 532 188 
0 0 5 .. 14 179 269 34 
0 5 5 39 196 397 104 ; 

0 2 9 16 138 543 37 
0 0 2 8 64 228 22 
1 0 6 4 89 103 

, 

50 
0 0 0 I'~ 18 86 40 29 
I' 0 13 2 215 277 151 
0 00 5 33,1 228 375 ;li 38 
0 0 2 .'1 11 :;, 116 256 Ii; 48 
0 0 !:' 

0, 5 40
11 160 443 ! 230 

1 2 10 3511 219 455 181 
1 3 6 21/ 579 694 

iii ,::-~ I,) 99 
0 0 1 24 82 178 16 
1 2 ", 7 H, 85 186 c ,I 52 
0 2 7, I ;, 

l!4 163 359 77 
0 3 4 :~5 152" ~7fi 24 

49" 
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CRIME CI.:EARAN.CE TOTAL VIOLENT 
DEPARTMENT POPULATION RATE RATE INDEX CRIME 

v 

WESTON 11,478 23.6 12.2 271 12 

WESTPORT 13,342 57.2 29.2 763 71 

WESTWOOD 13,848 45 .. 1 9.0 624 28 

WILBRAHAM 13,700 25.9 19.2 355 20 

WILMINGTON 17,800 56.1 11.0 999 <:$7 

WINCHESTER 21,891 29.2 15.0 639 <;: 

WINTHROP 20,359 17.0 0 346 6 
" 

YARMOUTH i'? 18,000 127.5 1.5 2,295 125 

Ii average 
GROUP 5 TOTAL 1,295,455 39.2 15.6 50,829 2,583 

CRIME RATE 
per 1,000 39.2 2.0 

GROUP 6 
2,500 - 10,000 

0 

ACUSHNET 8,670 34,1 18.2 296 7 

ASHBURNHAM 3,835 '57.1 9.6 219 7 

ASHLAND 9,000 32.4 23.3 292 11 

AVON 5,244 29.9 9.6 157 10 

AYER 6,927 50.2 18.4 348 36 

BELCHERTOWN 8,000 32.8 4.2 262 2 

BOXBORO 2,800 43.2 13.2 121 12 

BOXFORD 4,605 45.2 11. 5 208 0 

BOYLSTON 3,572 37.0 27,'8 132 10 

BREWSTER 4,987 62.4 17.4 311 17 
,. 

6.7' CARLISLE 3,800 19.7 75 4 

CARVER + 6,400 0 NjA NjA 175 4 

CHARIJTON 6,000 23.2 15.8 139 4 

51 
.',) 

1'1 

PRO~RTI 
CRIME 

259 

692 

596\ 

33P: 

132 

604 

340 

2,170 

48,246 

37.2 

289 

212 

281 

147 

312 

260 

109 

208 

122 

294 

71 

171 

135 

T 

, 1 
. i 

I 
1 
l 
'1 
! 

FORCIBLE 
MURDER RAPE ROBBERY 

0 1 0 

0 1 6 

0 1 3 

0 0 2 

1 3 11 

0 1 So 

0 0 5 

° 3 18 

128 i 
r 

20 432 . 
, . 

.02 .1 .3 

(:>-.", ° 0 2 

0 0 0 

1 0 3 

0 0 0 

1 9 
0) 

4 

0 1 0, 

0 3 0 
j'. 

0 0 (/ 0 
I 

" 
{ 

" . " 

O· 1 1 

O· 0 0 . ' 
1~ 2 0 

1 0 3 . 
1 1 0 

" - .... -

~1'f1.lf,IIIJ.ili.'rl!1"';~"_12"1 • f v , 
,(:., 

I 

AGGRAVATED MOTOR VEHICLE 
ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT 

11 77 169 13 

64 187 409 96 

24 147 390 59 

18 72 238 25 

52 284 522 126 

26 188 301 115 

1 61 120 159 

0104 1,026 1,067 77 

2,003 14,923 26,929 6,394 

1.5 11. 5 20.8 4.9 

-. 

5 94 181 14 

i: 7 101 103 8 

7 90 154 37 

10 47 70 30 

22 67 216 29 
I 

1 115 125 20 

9 61 35 13 

0 47 155 6 

8 48 63 11 . 

17 ." 97 190 7 v 

1 34 36 1 

0 86'~i 76 9' 

, 2 62 63 10 
\l n 

52 
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CRIME C~EARANCE TOTAL VIOLENT PROPRTY 
POPULATION RATE RATE INDEX CRIME CRIME DEPARTMENT / FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED MOTOR VEHICLE MURDER r RAPE 'ROBBERY ASSAUL'l' 'BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT 

CHATHAM 6,500 65.4 18.8 425 7 418 

3,199 N/A N/A 44 0 44 CHESHIRE + 

7,653 39,.7 23.4 304 15 289 COHASSET 

0 0 2 0 5 132 2,67 19 
.-0, . 0 0 0 24 20 0 

7,148 18.5 19.7 132 5 127 DALTON 
\ 

0, 3 4 8 79 174 36 

DIGHTON 5,076 39.4 5.5 ,200 ,3 197 
0 0 0 5 46 75 6 

DOUGLAS 3,174, 63.3 8.0 201 12 189 " 

0 1 0 2 47 112' 3'S 

4,986 21. 7 4.6 108 4 104 DOVER 
/?' ,r 

8/000 12.9 2.9 103 9 94 DUDLEY 

EAST BRIDGEWATER 9,500 32.2 14.4 306 20 286 

0 0 0 12 103 79 7 
1 0 0 3 34 63 7 
0 2 5: 2 34 45 15 

: 

3,500 88.9 11. 3 311 11 300 EASTHAM 
\( 0 1. 3 16 55 176 55 

2,872 36.2 11. 5 104 3 101 ESSEX 
0 1 L 9 129 164 7 

FREETOWN 6,270 37.6 36~4 236 44 192 

GEROGETOWN 6,000 12.5 10 ;5; 75 1 74 

0 0 1 2 40 56 5 
0 3 2 39 63 103 26 

5,609 2e?4 17.6 148 2 146 GRANBY 

GROTON > 
3,874 58.6 15.4 227 16 211 

GROVELAND 5,256 20.2 7.5 106 1 105 
0 

HADLEY 3,900 45.4 6 .. 2 177 8 169 ¢ , , 

4 138 HAMILTON 7,000 20.3 14.8 142 :.) 

0 0 0 1 27 42 . 5 
0 

0 0 0 2 57 ,77 12 
'0 0 0 i6 77 128 6 
0 0 1 ·0 29 62 14 
0 2 1 5 ' 36 114 19 

If 

184 7 177 HAMPDEN .5,000 36.8 .y 17.9' 
0 0 1 3 ,21 IJ~, 7 , 

HARVARD 3,907 32. ,m 35.2 125 1 124 
0 0 1 6 63 104 10 

HARWICH 8,539 76.2 18.3' 651 21 630 1/ 

HATFIELD 3,090 2.9 ILl' 9 1 8 . 
; 

1 0 0 0 51 67 6 
0 2 4 15 205 411 14 

HOPEDALE 4,017 11.2 28.9 45 ,3 42 
; 

28 266 HOPKINTON 6,400 45.9 7.8 294 I . ; . 
KINGS'J;'ON 7,000 39.4 18.8 276 11 265 j 

LAKEVILLE 5,200 72.7 17.5 378 23 3p5 

0 0 0 1 5 0 3· 
,0 0 0 3 21 19 2 
0 2 1 ai 88 133 45 'l . 

I, 

0 3 4 4 103 138 24 
0 1 2 20 135 194 26 

53 !) .. 
54 
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" ,', ~ CRIME I Cr;EARANCE TOTAL VIOLENT PROPRTY ~ 

DEPARTMENT POPULATION RATE RATE '. ( 
, INDEX CRIME CRIME 

FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED HOTOR VEHICLE 
MURDER RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ' THEFT 

LANCASTER + i;", ''''''~6'';200 N/A N/I.,. 78 3 75 . 
~ 

" 
0 0 0 3 66 3 6 

, LANESBORO 3.200 41. 3 47.0 132 18 114 
, - :;~ 0 0 0 18 39 61 14 

LEE 6,200 22,.9 7.0 142 6 136 0 1 1 4 35 94 7 
LENOX + 6,100 N/A N/A 236 ,32 204 0 0 0 32 40 136 28 -

'LINCOLN + 5,169 N/A N/A 152 ,6 146 0 0 0 6 56 75' 16 
LITTLETON 6,7i5. 19.6 25.6 133 9 124 
I) 0 0 2' 7 53 53 18 

'LUNENBURG 8,175 34.9 16 .. 5 285 21 264 0 3 2 16 70 150 44 
~ANCHESTER 6,000 '26.0 10.3 156 0 156 

~ARION 4,000 69.8 7.9 279 11 268 

0 0 0 0 67 76 13 
Ii 

0 0, 0 11 62 190 16 
~ASHPEE 3,233 120.3 13.4 389 21 368 0 0, I, 20 147 193 28 
MATTAPOISETT 5,647 52.8 29.2 298 31 267 0 0, 1 30 115 142 10 
MAYNAHD 9,765 37.8 ~:4.1 369 55 314 0 2 3 50 80 216 18 
~EDWAY 8,532 4Q.9 24.1 349 27 322 

. 
0 0 0 27 117 186 '19 

~ENDON 2,714 57,'.1 9.0 155 '3 152 ,0 1 1 1 59 76 17 
~ERRIMAC 4,202 69.3 21.6 291 17 274 0 0 0 17 92 155 27 . 
MILLIS 7,024 20.4 13.3 143 0 143 0 0 0 0 28 106 9 
~ONSON 7,350 27.1 25.6 19~\\ 11 188, 

~ONTAGUE 8,423 30.5 29.6 257- 9 248 
" '~ , 

0 () 2 9 '77 96 15 

0 1 4 4 75 162 11 ',' 

~AHANT 4,200 21.0 38.6 88 )\2 86 
; 

0 (I 0 2 o· 16 60 10 
NANTUCKET 5,600 151. 3 21.0 847 :Cr' .\, 836 0 1,.: 

0 0 ,·11 235 514 87 
NEWBURY 4,421 44.3 14.3 . 196 5 191 0 0 0 5 87 95 9 
NORFOLK 5,091 35.7 29.7 182 16 166 0 1 0 .15 53 101 12 
NORTH BROOKFIELD 4,026 12.4 32.0 50 ·2 48 I . 0 0 1 1 11 35 2 -
NORWELL 9,655 29.0 1.4 280 16 264 , . ': (. 

'" 
0 1 7 8, 84 125 55 u 

ORANGE ' ~ " 6,445 35.2 18.9 ,227 17 210 
" 

~ 

0 

0 , 0 " 1 1
16 84 109 17 

'. 

362 16 346 ORLEANS ,. , 

4,369 82.9 .6.1 if' 0 ./;::' 2 1 13 77 261 8 '" I ''(, 

• 
55 

56 
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CRIME CI;EARANCE TOTAL VIOLENT PROPRTY 
DEPARTMENT POPULATION RATE RATE INDEX CRIME CRIME 

j 
1 

',' 

FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED MOTOR VEHICLE 
MURDER r RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT 

.! 
PEPPERELL 8,000 25.1 13.4 201 16 185 0 1 0 15 47 124 14 

PLAINVILLE 6,000 18.3 2.7 110 0 110 0 0 0 0 20 66 24 

PRINCETON 2,500 26 .. 4 16.7 66 :3 63 0 0 0 3 37 24 2 

PROVINCETOWN 4,000 171.5 19.5 686, 110 '576 0 2 9 99 195 360 21 . 

RAYNHAM + 8,000 N/A N/A 512 ~6 496 0 
, 

0 9 7 138 247' , 111 

REHOBOTH 7,009 31.1 24.8 218 14 204 0 2 5, 7 76 102 26 

ROCHESTER 2,867 20.~ 20.0 60 3 57 0 1 co' 0 2 21 ,31 5 

ROCKPORT 6,324 33. Q ~ 23.6 212 3 209 0 .1 0 2 77 119 13 

ROWLEY 3,455 38.2 10.6 132 12 120 0 O. 0 12 38 64 18 

RUTLAND 3,898 12.8 0 50 0 50 0 0 O. 0 25 22 3 
, 

SALISBURY 5,000 107.6 8.6 538 14 524 1 0 6' 7 168 253 " 103 

SANDWICH 8,901 50,3 19.0' 448 35 413 0 4 1 30 155 245 13 

SHEFFIELD 2,723' 30.1 24.4 82 0 82 
'~ 

0 0 0 0 21 54 ' 7 

SHERBORN + 4,253 !Sf/A ~_N/A 155 2 153 
~~ 

0 1 0 1 53 86 14 

SHIRLEY 4,740 58.2 38.4 276 65 211 0 3 1 61 74 110 27 

SOUTHAMPTON 4,100 17.1 8.6 70 1 6~ 0 
, . 

0 1 ·0 20 46 3 

SOUTHBORO 6,326 43.2 9.2 273 7 266 0' 1 1 5 '94 143 29 
" 

j ., 

SOUTHWICK 7,334 35.0 12\~ 5 257 16 241 0 3 6 7 .69 147 25 

STOW ',~ 
5,043 15.1 5.3 76 5 71 

0 

4, 26 42 3 " 0 0 1 

STURBRIDGE + 5,500 N/A N/A 156' 4 152 0 0 2 2 40 101 11 

SUNDERLAND 2,805 28.5 7.5 \30 0 80 0 0 0 0 18 51 11 

SUTTON 5,485 27.9 14.4 153 c6 147 0 0 1 5 44 91 12 

TEMPLETON 6,079 13.5. 7.3 82 ,4 78 0 0 1 3 45 25 8 . 
TISBURY 2,900 97.6 8.1 283 25 258 0 1 0 24 91 l54 13 

TOPSFIELD 6,300 42.7 16.7 269 11 258 0 0 0 tIL 86 157 15 

TOWNSEND 6,600 23.5 13.5 155 3 1p2 0 1 0 2 52 89 11 .. 
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CRIME CUEARAN.CE TOTAL ' VIOLENT PBOPRTY 
DEPARTMENT POPULATION RATE ,) RATE INDEX CRIME CRIME 

: . 
TYNGSBORO 5,000 55.0 10.5 . 275 13 262 
0 

UPTON 3,777 35.5 8.2 134 ", 
" ,; 4 130 

WARE 8,679 17 .. 3 53.3 150 21 129 
. 

WARREN + 4,000 NjA NjA 92 8 84 

WENHAM 4,000 18.3 21.9 73 ,I 72 
" , 

WEST BOYLSTON 6,252, 34.5 8.8,' 216 15 201 

WEST BRIDGEWATER 7,500 58.5 30.3 439 20 419 

'WEST NEWBURY + 2,850 NjA N/,A 66 2 64 

WESTMINSTER 4,986 47.9 11. 3 239 12 227 

WILLIAMSTOWN 8,246 35.5 28.7 293 13 280 

WINCHENDON 6,827 17.3 30.5 118 14 104 
, 

" 
;) 

~ROUP 6 TOTAL 567,285 38.8 16.8 22,016 1,247 20,769 

CRIME RATE 
per 1,000 138.8 2.2 ·36.6 

GROUP 7 
Under 2,500 

" 

ASHBY 2,400 24.6 18.6 59 4 55 
!}, 

ASHFIELD 
c 

1,420(; 18.3 19.2 26 1 25 

BECKET +' 
'" (I, 1,153 NjA NjA 24 ° 24 

BERLIN 2,$06 43.4 20.0 100 7 93 
(0 \> C:::.,:"" ,~, 

BERNARDSTON + 
'" 

1,800 NjA NjA' 79 18 61 
,;; , 

9.6 BLANfiFORD 1,038 30.0 10 0 " 10 . , 
t:1 

" . () 
" '-, 

BOLTON i )~ '2,420 40.1 15 .. 5 97 '3 94 
~ 

" 

BRIMFIEIm 2,165 18.5 . 2.5 
,," 

40 1 39 . 
" BROOKFIELD 

" 0 + 2.,200 !ii/A coN/A 21 3 18 

r' " f 

BuenAND + " 2,000 NjA :NjA 12 '0 12 .. , >'I 

" ,. 

59 
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(, 

I 
i, 

I 
1 

I 
I 
I 
! 
I 
! 

I 
1 
I 
I I, 

I 
I 

f · 

l 
I 

(,.1, 

I 

I 
~ 

~ 

Co 

" 

MURDER 

0 

0 

0, 

0 

0 

0 

9 
0 

0 

0 

1 

~ 

.. 02 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

o \~. 
'0 

0 

" 
FORCI:BLE 
,. RAPE ROBBERY 

5 2 

1 0 

4 1 

0 0 

0 0 

0 2 

2 5 

0 o· 

2. 1 

1 0 

1 0 

89 128; 

.2 .2 

, 

0 2 

0 0 

0 0 

2 0 

0 0 

0 0 

1 1 

0 6 

o 0 0 

0 0 I 

\ ' 

AGGRAVATED 
ASSAULT BURGLARY 

6 79 

3 38 

16 45 

8 36 

1 25 

13 57 

13 97 

2 24 

9 71 

12 86 

12 40 

1,021 6,906 

1.8 12.2 . 

2 34 

1 21 

0 24 

4 30 , 

18 17 

0 9 

1 24 

1 5 

I 3 3 

0 2 

60 

LARCENY 

140 

81 

66 

32 

'. 
45 

126 

278 

38 

141 

169 

51 

11,990 

21.1 

20 

4 

0 

61 

42 

1 

64 

30 

15 

10 

MOTOR VEHICLE 
THEFT 

43 

11 

18 

16 

2 

18 

44 

2 

15 

25 

13 

1,873 

3.3 

1 
" 

0 

0 

2 

2 

0 

6 

4 

0 

0 

" 

,( 
" 

ft, I;J 
..... ' 'i.' __________________ ....;;. _____ c ______________________________ ~ ___ ~_," , __ ~ ___ ,_ 
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~, CRIME C~EARANCE 'fOTAL VIOLENT PROPRTY 
DEPARTMENT POPULATION RATE RATE INDEX CRIME CRIME FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED MOTOR VEHICLE 

(;. 
MURDER RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEF':( , 

" CHESTER 1,110 2.7 33.3 3 0 3 
f: 

0 0 0 0 3 0 0 
CLARKSBURG 1,938 4.6 100.0 9 0 9 : 0 0 0 0 2 1 6 
CONWAY + 1,152 NjA NjA 21 0 21 

" 

,. 
0 0 0 0 15 3 3 

47 DUNST ABLE 1,800 26.1 19.1 47 0 
'0 0 0 0 26 20 1 

EAST BROOKFIELD 2,000 10.5 71.4 21 0 21 " 0 0 0 0 13 5 3 
ERVING + 1,308 NjA NjA 24 4 20 

0 0 2 2 13 6 1 
GAY HEAD 201 ,# 6.5 0 13 0 13 0 0 0 0 7 6 0 
GILL 1,276 .8 0 1 0 1 0 0 O· 0 1 0 0 
GRANVILLE + 1,228 NjA NjA 10 0 10 0 0 0 0 8 2 0 
HARDWICK 2,456 35.0 37.2 86 13 73 '. 0 1 0 12 30 40 3 
HEATH 423 # 9.9 2.4 42 2 40 

0 0 0 2 24 16 0 
HINSDALE + 1,800 NjA NjA 22 2 20 

0 0 0 2 8 12 0 
HOLLAND 1,436 13.9 5.0 20 0 20 : 

0 0 Q 0 14 5 1 
HUBBARDSTON 1,800 20.0 25.0 36 2 34 

'/ 
0 0 0 2 22 10 2 

HUNTINGTON + 1,730 NjA NjA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
LEVERETT 1,401 .7 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
LEYDEN 476 ./.1. 4.0 5.3 19 0 19 rr 

0 0 0 0 12 7 0 
MONROE 211 0 0 0 0 0 

,j 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ", 

NORTHFIELD 2,470 37.7 18.3 93 12 81 0 0 2 10 22 52 7 
OAK BLUFFS 1,990 47.2 8.5 94 4 90 

'\' ,j 
" 0 0 '0 0 PELHAM 1,153 0 

0 1 O· 3 52 28 10 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
PETERSHAM 1,099 30.0 24.2 33 0 33 0 0 '/ 0 0 13 18 2 
PHILLIPSTON 962 # 3.7 8.3 36 0 36 0 0 0 0 31 4 1 
PLYMPTON 1,679 51.8 10.3 87 1 86 

<'0 RICHMOND 1,600 3.8 50.0 6 0 6' 
0 

, '.' 

0 0 0 1 27 53 '6 

0 0 0 0 6 0 0 
SHELBURNE + 1,976 NjA NjA 23 5 18 

'!. 
0 0 0 ,. 5 5 11 2 

61 
62 
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CRIME CI;EARANCE TOTAL VIOLENT PROPRTY 
DEPARTMENT POPULATION RATE RATE INDEX CRIME CRIME 

I 
! 
:! 
I 

I 

FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED MOTOR VEHICLE MURDER RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT 
-' I 

SHUTESBURY 961 # 1. 5 21.4 14 0 14 

STOCKBRIDGE 2,228 43.5 48.5 97 4 93 

0 
'I. I' TOLLAND 277 # .4 0 1 

TRURO 1,500 107.3 8.7 161 3 158 

j 
I 
I 
r 
I 

0 0 0 0 12 2 0 
" 0 1 0 3 66 24 3 

<:: 

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 

0 1 0 2 66 90 2 
WASHINGTON 486 # .8 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 
WELLFLEET 2, ,450 153.5 21. 5 376 22 354 0 1 0 21 109 235 10 
WORTHINGTON 834 # 1.9 31. 3 16 0 16 0 0 0 0 10 6 0 

Ii 

GROUP 7 TOTAL 64,313 29.3 19.9· 1,884 III 1,773 
" 

1 8 7 95 792 903 78 
CRIME RATE 
per 1,000 29.3 1.7 27.6 

I 
.02 .1 .1 1.5 12.3 14.0 1.2 

CITYj1'OWN TOTAL 5,528,388 57.1 15.7 3'15,443 28,126 287,31'1 188 1,326 10,~17 15,895 86,417 138,822 62,078 
CRIME RATE 

\\ 
per 1,000 57.1 5.1 52.0 

: 

.03 .~ 1.9 2.9 15.6 25.1 11.2 I' .. ·r! 

STATE AGENCIES 
" BY COUNTY I( 

" 

MASSACHUSETTS 
STATE POLICE 

<\ 
Y'\ 
\\ 

U 

BARNSTABLE 35.4 79 10 69 0 0 3 7 11 23 35 
BERKSHIRE 16.3 337' 25 312 0 5 2 18 169 121 22 
BRISTOL 29.3 167 15 152 

" 
"( 

0 1 7 7 12 42 98 
" DUKES 45.5 22 3 19 <) 0 0 0 3 7 10 2 

ESSEX 100.0 24 12 12 0 0 1 11 1 10 1 
FRANKLIN 17.7 158 11 147 I 0 2 4 5 79 58 10 
HAMPDEN 21.2 146 Ie? 130 

I," 

115 HAMPSHIRE 26.2 130 15 

0 2 1 13 " 72 42 16 
~.-,' 

" 0 2 4 9 70 35 10 

"f 

MID,DLESEX 90.0 30 1"1 13 0 1 0 16 0 "- 8 5 
, 
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CRIME cr.:EARANCE TOTAL VIOLENT PROPRTY 
t: 
~ 

DEPARTMENT POPULATION RATE RATE INDEX CRIME ::. CRIME 
c· I 

I 

INANTUCKET See Nantucke1 P.D. ,~ . 
f 

" INORFOLK 40.6 101 12 89 \ 
t , 
I 

PLYMOUTH.; "" 
30.7 137 12 125 

SUFFOLK 22.0 332 37 295 

WORCESTER 54.1 135 4;6 89 
" 

I, 

! 
MASS. STATE average 1 

POLICE TOTAL NjA NjA 40.7 1,798 231 1,567 
I 

c 

ATTORNEY GENERALS 
OFFICE '~I 

SUFFOLK NjA NjA NjA 0 0, 0 

MBTA POLICE <J 

!MIDDLESEX 1\ 1.7 230 18 212 

INORFOLK 2.9 34 18 16 
~~ 

SUFFOLK 6.2 2,779 824 1,955 

iMBTA POLICE TOTAL NjA NjA 3.6 3,043 860 2,183 

iMETROPOLITAN 
DISTRICT POLICE 

ESSEX 12.5 40 14 26 

HAMPSHIRE 0 11 2 9 

MIDDLESEX 12.3 212 72 140 

NORFOLK c' 10.1 69 16 , 53 
0 

c-

PLYMOUTH 10.0 40 1'3 27 

SUFFOLK 10.8 
':~ .. ' 

821 195 626 

WORCESTER ~Q 7 1 6 

iMDC POLICE TOTAL NjA NjA 8.0 1,200 313 887 
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,f 
1 
i 
! , 
1 
I 
\ 

J 

I 
\ 

I 
I 
j 

! , 

i 

" I 
! 
! 

:;:; 

MURDER 

0 
n 

0 

\,:" 15 

0 

.-~~ 

i,,', 

15 

" 

0 
'C. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

2 

0 

2 

0 

" 5 

FORCIBLE 
RAPE ROBBERY 

1 0 

0 1 

3 4 

5 7 

22 " 34 

,\y 

0 0 

0 10: 

0 5 

2 596 

2 611 

3 2 

0 0 

7[ 24 /' 

J 

I ' 
""C"t'l 2 \l" 

0 

0 1 

18 67 

0 b 

22 96 

AGGRAVATED HOTOR VEHICLE 
ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY / THEFT 

" 

11 1 11 77 

c 11 11 11 103 

15 6 206 83 
'\ 

34 15 30 44 

160 454 607 506 

0 0 0 0 

8 13 172 27 

13 4 11 1 

226 172 1,730 53 
:' 

247 189 1,913 81 

" 

9 3 17 6 

2 1 8 0 

47 14 63 63 

11 6 32 15 

12 2 15 10 

108 30 161 435 

1 0 5 1 

190 56 301 530 
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j VIOLENT PROPRTY CRIME CUEARANCE TOTAL 
RATE INDEX CRIME CRIME DEPARTMENT POPULATION RATE FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED MOTOR VEHICLE MURDER . RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT 

CAMPUS AND 
UNIVERSITY POLICE 

BENTLEY COLLEGE 
Waltham + NjA 48 0 48 

BOSTON COLLEGE 
0 0 0 0 0 48 0 

Newton 6.9 421 21 400 

i 
I BOSTON UNIVERSITY 

31 719 I 2.9 750 I Boston 

0 0 1 20 153 208 39 

~ 
\ 
I BRANDEIS UNIV. 

0 3 16 12 189 482' 48 
Waltham + NjA 100 4 96 ! 

CLARK UNIVERSITY 
0 0 0 4 16 80 0 

Worcester 2.2 134 5 129 
: 

FITCHBURG STATE 
0 0 0 5 18 III 0 

Fitchburg 13.3 128 6 122 

FRAMINGHAM STATE 
0 0 0 6 41 72 9 

Framingham 18,2 33 3 30 

M. I. T. 
0 0 0 3 11 13 6 

Cambri.dge .6 888 37 851 
: 

NORTH ADAMS STATE 
0 (), 22 15 480 240 131 

North Adams 25.0 52 6 46 

NORTHEASTERN UNIV. 
0 1 0 5 5 41 0 \~ 

Boston 10.3 592 25 567 
n d 

SPRINGFIELD COLL. 
0 0 9 16 55 482 30 

Springfield +, NjA 213 4 209 
( 

TUFTS UNIVERSITY 2 34 146 29 
0 2 0 

Medford 7.4 297 13 284 

, UNIV. OF MASS. 
0 0 2 11 101 158 25 

Amherst 1.0 1,061 2 3° 1,038 

- -

I 

. UNIV. OF MASS. 
7.0 272 10 262 Boston \ 

co 

WESTFIELD STATE 
85 NjA 86 1 

r T 

Westfield + 
.j 

CAMPUS AND 

0 6 2 15 99 882 57 

'\ 

0 0 4 6 59 198 5 

0 0 0 1 10 74 1 
(~:\ 

UNIVERSITY 
8.6 5.075 189 4 886 POLICE TOTAL 

0 12 56 121 1,271 3,235 380 
67 

\.') 68 
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CRIME CUEARANCE TOTAL VIOLENT .PROPRTY 

RATE RATE INDEX CRIME CRIME 
DEPARTMENT POPULATION 

MURDER 

COMMONWEALTH OF 
average MASSACHUSETTS 

fi~, 896,870 55.4 15.6 326,559 29,719 296,84C 
GRAND TOTAL 

~ 
" 208 

CRIME RATE 55.4 5.0 50.3 
p,er 1,000 

.04 
" 

ONE 'TN ONE IN ONE IN 
RISK FACTOR 18 198 20 ONE IN' 

28,350 

: \ 
69 

(-'-. 

FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED MOTOR VEHICLE 
RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT 

1,384 11,514 16,613 88,387 144,878 63,575 
I, .. 

• 2 2.0 . 2.8 15.0 24.6 10.8 

**ONE 
ONE IN ONE IN ONE IN ONE IN ONE IN 
*2,173 512 355 67 41 ONE 

" 

SYMBOL GUIDE: 

# = Indicates crime rate calculated per 100 persons 

+ = Estimated crime index totals due to incomplete 

reports for 1979 

IN 
59 
IN 
93 

N/A= Calculation of rate not possible due to estimated 

crime index totals 

* = Risk factor based on the number of females; not 

total number of inhabitants 

** = Risk factor based on the number of registered 

motor vehicles in Massachusetts in 1979 
o· 
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Comparative notes: () 

SEC T ION 5 

MAS SAC H US ET T S 

LAW 

ENFORCEMENT 

E M P LOY E E S 
,", 

1 9 7 9 

'a. *National Rate of Police Officers per 1,000, people: 2/1 
b. Massachusetts (City and Town) Pqlic~ Offic;er .,R.at:e:' .. : .. " " . .­

per' 1,000 Massachusetts Res,idents, 1979 :,' . ',; :' '2.1' < 
c. Massachusetts ~State Totall Rate of Police' Ottice:rs"";i 

per'l,OOO Massachusetts Residents, .1979:' ", '25 
(\ . '., '. r" •• ' 

*Basedon informationobtaine~ from Crime in the'"U.,'S'., 1978, 
Federal BureaU of Investigation, UGRSectio,n., ",': ','eo,' 
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" EMPLOYEE iii SWORN 
POPU- " RATE OFFICERS OFFICERS OFFICERS TOTAL 

DEP ARTMEt~~ LATION (SWORN) TOTAL MALE FEMALE CIVILIAN~ 

ABINGTON 13,900 2.0 28 28 ~ 0 1 

ACTON 20,142 1.2 24 2<1 0 1 
" 

ACUSHNET 8,670 1.5 13 12 1 2 

ADAMS 10,391 2.4 25 24' 1 0 

AGAWAM 24,305 1.6 39 38 1 7 
" 

ALFORD 375 0 0 0, 0 " 0 
~? 

AMESBURY 15,500 1.5 23 23 0 0 

AMHERST 32,780 .8 25 25 0 2 

ANDOVER " 26,050 1.6 41 41 0 9 
e-

ARLINGTON 51,770 1.6 82 82 0 13 

.' ASHBURNHAM 3,850 1.3 5 5 0 0 
., 

ASHBY 2,420 .8 2 2 0 3 
'. 

ASHFIELD 1,420 .7 1 1 0 0 

ASHLAND i.6 
r\ 

10,000 16 16 0 1 
c 

" 

ATHOL 10,798. 1.7 18 18 0 1 . 
ATTLEBORO 33,QOO 2.0 67 66 1 3 

AUBURN 16,525 1.4 23 23 0 ,7 ,\ 

AVON 5,244 2.3 12 12 ' 0 3 

I 
I 

I 

I 
i 

',' "'" " 

f 
! . 

AYER 6-,929 2.0 14 13 1 , 0 
, " 0 

BARNSTABLE 29,758 '2,.3 69" 68 1 7 

BARRE 3,932 ~8 ':3 , , 
3 0 3 

:;:-

BECKET () 
, " 1 

1,152 0 0 J 0 0 

BEDFORD 12,230 2.0 25 25 ,', 0 1 
" 

.. 
'r. " 

BELCHERTOWN 8,000 .6 5 5 0 0 
, , 

BELLINGHAM 14,619 1.4 21 21 0 4 
", 

BELMONT 27 722 2.1 57 57 0 4 

*per 1,000 persons 

::' 
I::"~: 

t . 

EMPLOYEE 
POPU- RATE 

" DEPARTMENT LATION (SWORN) 

BERKLEY 2,750 .7 

BERLIN 2,280 1.4 

BERNARDSTON 1,800 .6 

BEVERLY 37,388 1.4 

BILLERICA 35,831 1.5 
i 

BLACKSTONE 2,578 3.5 

BLANDFORD 1,019 0, I 
! 

BOLTON 2,600 1.5 

,BOSTON 637,000 3.4 

BOURNE 12,577 2.5 

~OXBORO " 2,800 1.8 

BOXFORD 5,300 1.1 

" BOYLSTON 3,536 1.4 

~RAINTREE 38,000 2.0 

BREWSTER 5,020, 3.2 

BRIDGEWATER 14,400 1.8 

~RIMFIELD 2,175 0 

'BROCKTON 95,688 2.0 

BROOKFIELD 2,200 0 

BROOKLINE 57,016 1.9 

~UCKLAND 2,000 .5 

~URLINGTON 23,831 2.,3 , 

CAMBRIDGE '0 102,096 2.9 

CANTON 18,500 2.0 

CARLISLE 
0 3,800 1.6 

" 
0 

CARVER ,7 200 1 7, 
-

" -
C' 

__ , •. ____ ~'_"."''''''''''''''''r4''_'''~'''_~F' . 

SWORN 
I' 

OFFICERS 
! TOTAL c 

2 

3 

1 

54 
" 

53 

9 

0 

4 

2,187 

32 

5 

6';' 

5 

77 

16 
.~ 

26 

0 

189 

0 

109 

1 

54 

292 

37 
., 

6 

12 

72 

••.• , _, ",~. __ ~ r , ~~ ... 
'~.,~ 

OFFICERS OFFICERS 
MALE FEMALE 

2 0 

3 0 

1 0 

53 1 

52 1 

9 0 

0 0 

3 1 

2,106 81 

31 1 

5 0 

6 0 

5 0 

77 0 

16 0 

25 1 

0 0 

187 2 

0 0 

107 2 

1 0 

.54 ;, 0 

283 9 
" 

36 1 

5 1 

11 1 
" 

\ 

A.' 1 .... _ .• . _. --.. --, .~- .. -"-.>- .-.. ,--" •. __ •. _--._.-..... 
, \ 

\ 

\ 

TOTAL 
CIVILIAN~ 

0 

0 
\: 

0 

3 

12 

3 
; 

0 j 

4 

277 

6 

0 

1 

1 

8 

1 

1 
" 

0 
\ 

24 , 

0 

13 

0 
" t 

4 tl 
F 
~, 

27 

2 

0 

4 

,:'1 

. _ .. - " . ~ ~~. -, " " ,,~,' 
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EMPLOYEE SWORN (( TOTAL. 
POPU- RATE OFFICERS OFFICERS OFFICERS 

LATION (SWORN) TOTAL MALE FEMALE CIVILIAN~ 
DEPARTMENT 

\) EMPLOYEE SWORN 
POPU- RATE OFFICERS OFFICERS OFFICERS TOTAL 

DEPARTMENT LATION (SWORN) TOTAL Jvf.ALE FEMALE CIVILIANS 
' .. 

~HARLEMONT 1,050 0 0 0 0 0 
'-, PRACUT 24,000 1.5 35 35 0 1 

~HARLTON 8,000 . 1.0 8 8 0 7 
) 

-' 

pUDLEY ,. 8,000 1.3 10 10 0 3 . I.,; 

k;HATHAM 6,500 3.5 23 22 1 1 
bUNSTABLE 1,800 1.1 2 2 0 0 

~HELMSFORD 31,749 1.5 49 49 0 6 
DUXBURY 11,859 2.1 25 25 0 2 

~HELSEA 25,015 3.0 76 76 0 6 
E. BRIDGEWATER 9,500 2.0 19 19 0 1 

~HESHIRE 3,199 0 0 0 0 0 
E. BROOKFIELD 2,000 .5 1 1 0 0 

CHESTER 1,110 0 0 0 0 0 
tEo LONGMEADOW 13,300 1.7 22 21 1 2 

CHESTERFIELD 887 0 0 0 0 0 
.' 

~ASTHAM 3,452 3.1 11 11 0 3 
124 3 3 .' 

~HICOPEE 58,431 2.2 127 ~ASTHAMPTON 15,581 1.7 27 27 0 1 

CHILMARK 475 4.2 2 2 0 . 0 
, [EASTON 13,109 1.7 22 22 0 1 

'.;:\ 

~LARKSBURG 1,950 0 0 0 0 0 
[EDGARTOWN 2,020 5.5 11 11 0 0 

~LINTON 13,000 1.8 23 22 1 1 
[EGREMONT 1,220 2.5 3 2 1 6 

\' 

0 
~OH~SSET 7,658 2.5 19 19 0 lERVING 1,500 .7 1 1 0 0 

k;OLRAIN 1,493 O. 0 0 0 0 
.. [ESSEX 2,827 2.1 6 6 0 0 

l;ONCORD 17,270, 1.9 33 ;,32 1 ,2, 
lEVERETT 42,485. 2.7 113 113 0 6 

CONWAY 1,152 0 0 0 0 0 
: 

FAIRHAVEN 15,917 1.7 27 27 0 1 

~UMMINGTON .......... 536 5~6 3 3 0 0 
I FALL RIVER 100,223 2.4 238 233 5 33 

DALTON 7,093 1.3 I 9 9 0 1 
FALMOUTH 21,832 2.2 48 46 2 4' 

~ANVERS 25,853, 1.6 42 42 0 3 
~ 

<: IF I TCHBURG 38,969 2.1 80 80 0 7 

~ARTMOUTH 23,700 1.7 41 .. ·4.1 0 8 
IFLORIDA , 720 0 0 0 0 0 

28,500 2.4 67 67 .. 0 '4 
DEDHAM \ IFOXBORO 0 13,938 1.8 25 24 1 ·1 

IoEERFIELD 4,255 .7 3 3 0 0 
IFRAMINGHAM 

,; 

70,000 1.5 107 107 0 9 

;DENNIS -.13,000 2.5 33 33 0 8 
WRANKLIN 19,500 1.5 ,30 30 0 6 

9 8 1 0 .' 

DIGHTON 5,076 1.8 WREETOWN 6,270 1.4 9 9 0 0 

IDOUGLAS 3,174 1.9 6 6 n ,. 0 3 
" PARDNER 17,961 1.8 33 32 1 2 

" 0 2 4.986 2 6 13 13 DOVER .. ; . . --:-,- pAY ,HEAD " 2 ' 2 () () 148 13.5 
.. - .. 
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EMPLOYEE SWORN 
{ 
,'\ 

POpu- "RATE OFFICERS OFFICERS 

DEPARTMENT LATION (SWORN) TO TId. MALE , 

GEORGETOJ[N 6,000 1.2 7 6 

GIJ.JL 1,276 DO 10 
( 

0 
J/ 
'/ 

GLOUCESTER 27,140 2.2 (f 59 59 
II 

GOSHEN 652 0 0 0 

GOSNOLD 98 0 0 0 
'J 

GRAFTON 10,630 1.5 16 14 

GRANBY 6,000 1.3 8 8 

GRANVILLE 1,228 0 0 0 

GREAT BARRINGTON 7,068 1.8 13 12 

GREENFIELD 19,010 1.8 34 34 
~~~' 

10 10 GROTON 5,895 1.7 

GROVELAND 5,253 1.3 7') 7 

HADLEY 3,802 .3 1 1 

3:ALIFAX 5,600 1.8 10 10 

iHAMILTON 6,979 1.7 12 12 

iHAMPDEN " 8 8 5,000 1.6 

IHANCOCK 697 0 0 0 

iHANOVER 11,182 2.0 22 22 

!HANSON 8,500 1.8 C:/ 15 15 

!HARDWICK 2,132 1.0 2 2 

HARVARD 4,150 1.4 6 6 

!HARWICH 8,539 2.9 25 23 

!HATFIELD 3,090 0 0 0 
''\\ 

0 

HAVERHILL 43,761 2.0 '87 87 
, 

HAWLEY 267 0 0 0 

~EATH 423 0 () 0 

75 

o 

" 

OFFICERS TOTAL 
FEMALE CIVILIANE ;) 
II 1,." 

1 4 
l 

0 0 

0 6 

0 0 

0 0 

2 0 

0 2 

0 0 

1 1 

0 3 

0 1 

0 5 

0 1 

0 0 

0 1 

0 1 

0 0 

0 6 

0 3 

0 0 

0 4 

2 2 

0 0 

0' 3 

0 0 

0 0 , 

c 

" 

\ 

" 

.J 
'! 
1 
I 

I 

1 

DEPARTMENT 

HINGHAM 

!HINSDALE 

IHOLBROOK 

HOLDEN 

HOLLAND'; 

IHOLLISTON 

IHOLYOKE 
(;::1 

1~:;0/ 

1Hg.'PEDALE 

HOPKINTON 

HUBBARDSTON 

HUDSON 

HULL 

IHUNTINGTON 

IPSWICH 

KINGSTON 

LAKEVILLE 
" 

LANCASTER 

LANESBORO 

LAWRENCE' 

LEE 

LEICESTER 

LENOX 

LEOMINSTER 
" 

LEVERETT 

LEXINGTON 

LEYDEN' 

EMPLOYEE SWORN 
POPU- RATE OFFICERS OFFICERS OFFICERS TOTAL 

LATION (SWORN) TOTAL MALE FEMALE CIVILIAN~ 

" 

20,250 2.4 48 47 1 3 

1,800 .6 1 1 0 0 

11,,728 1.9 22 22 0 0 

13,796 1.2 16 16 0 1 

1,642 .6 1 1 0 2 

13,048 1.6 21 21 0 0 
" 

46,790 2.5 117 114 3 8 

\ 4,017 1.0 4 4 0 0 

\ 1,642 .B 1 1 0 2 ;~ 

" " '\) 1,647 .6 1 1 0 0 
,; 

16,520 1.8 29 29 0 1 

10,572 2.3 24 24 0 3 

1,936 0 0 0 0 0 

11,551 f.8 21 21 0 1 

7,000. 2.1 15 15 0 0 

5,118 2.2 11 11 0 • 2 

6;000 1.2 7 7 0 1 

3',200 1.6 5 5 0 0 
" ((~.-" 67,715 2.3 153 151 2 8 

" 

6,200 1.1 7 7 0 0 

10,482 1.1 11 10 1 4 

6,400 1.3 8 "8 0 0 

32,126 1.7 56 56 0 7 

1,437 0 0 0 0 O\'t, 
\" .' .. 

" 

32,500 1.6 52 51 1 11 

504 0 0 0 0 0(1 
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EMPLOYEE SWORN " 

PONT·· RATE OFFICERS OFFICERS OFFICERS TOTAL 
DEPARTMENT LATION (SWORN) TOTAL MALE FEMALE CIVILIAN~ 

, EMPLOYEE SWORN 
POPU"; RATE OFFICERS OFFICERS OFFICERS TOTAL DEPARTMEN';r LATION (SWORN) TOTAL MALE FEMALE CIVILIAN~ 

:uINCOLN 5,200 2.1 11 10 1 4 

ILITTLETON' 6,831 1.6 11 11 0 0 

LONGEMEADOW 16,676 1.9 31 31 0 1 '. 

IUOW~LL 94,226 1.9 176 173 3 16 

[LUDLOW 18,183 1.5 27 27 0 1 

, 

IMIDDLEFIELD 307 0 0 0 0 0 ,. 

IMIDDLETON 4,300 1.4 6 6 0 1 
IMILFORD 24,,.800 1.4 35 35 0 0 
IMILLBURY .. 11,541 1.6 18 18 0 2 

, .. . 
/' 

" LUNENBURG 8,175 h,l 9 9 0 0 
C) \\ 

fWYNN 80,368 2.2 179 176 3 15 

MILLIS 7,,024 1.9 ,,13 13 0 4 
~ILLVILLE 1,744 ° 0 0 0 0 

:uYNNFIELD 11,974 1.8 21 21 0 1 

~ALDEN 53,635 2.3 122 118 4 9 

MILTON 26,809 2.1 56 55 ') 

1 3 
!MONROE 211 0 0 0 0 0 

" 

MANCHESTER 5,755 2.2 13 ' 13 0 2 

IMANSFIELD 13,300 1.3' 17 ;17 0 3 
". ., 

40 1 2 MARBLEHEAD ,', 21,574 1.9 41 

MARION 4,000 2.5 10 9 1 0 

MARLBORO 30,200 1.6 48 ;, 48 0 3 

~ARSHFIELD 26;142 2.0 53 52 1 6 

MONSON 7,400 1.2 9 9 0 4 
!MONTAGUE 8,321 1.7 14 14 0 1 
!MON'l'EREY 745 0 0 0 0 0 
MONTGOMERY 624 0 0 0 0 0 
MT. WASHINGTON 80 0 0 0 0 0 
NAHANT 4,316 2.3 . 10 10 0 1 

~ASHPEE 4,000 4.0 16 16 0 4 

~ATTAPOISETT I' 5,671 2.6 15 15 0 i> \\ 

0 " 

1 ~AYNARD 9,901 2.1 21 21 

N.'1NTUCKET 5,200. 3.7 19 18 1 3 
INATICK 33,489 2.0 67 66 1 4 
NEEDHAM 29,936 1.8 54 54 0 4 

~EDFIELD 10,685 1.4 15 15 0 4 
NEW ASHFORD 160 0 0< .' 0 0 ° 

~EDFORD 60,702 2.0 122 122 0 6 
NEW BEDFORD 100,169 2.5 251 239 12 39 

/,1 

15 0 5 MEDWAY 8,500 1.8 15 

~ELROSE 31,915 1.9 60 60 0 2' 

NEW BRAINTREE 700 0 ° 0 0 0 ,. 

!NEW MARLBORO 1,087 ,) 

0 0 0 0 0 
0 

0 0 MENDON 3,400 1.5 5 5~ 
:i 

0 3 1.2 5 5 MERRIMAC 4,202 

1.3 50 49 1 6 METHUEN 40,000 

NEW SALEM 643 ° ° 0 0 0 
NEWBURY 4,597 .9 4 3 1 2 

r/ \':/ 

NEWBURYPORT 16,000 1.8 29 29 0 5 
't 

, 
" 35 1 10 ' ~IDDLEBORO 14 ,146 2.6 36 

" '", 

'.' 0 
0 NEWTON 89,132 2.4 212 198 14 18 " 

NORFOLK 5--->-273 2-.3. 12 11 ~ 0 
77 
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EMPLOYEE SWORN 
POPU- RATE OFFICERS OFFICERS OFFICERS TOTAL 

DEPARTMENT LATION (SWORN) TOTAL MALE FEMALE CIVILIANS 

~ 
,';1 
,I 

( I 
! ';1 

I 
\; 
» 

EMPLOYEE S\oJORN 
POPU- RATE OFFICERS OFFICERS OFfICERS TOTAL 

DEPARTMENT ~TION (SWORN) TOTAL 11ALE FEMALE CIVILIANS 
r l , 

NORTH ADAMS 16,671 1.9 32 32 0 3 
1 
i 

f:" 
i 

PHILLIPSTON 962 0 0 0 ° 0 

NORTH ANDOVER 18,000 1.6 28 28 0 1 
t 
!, PITTSFIELD 52,320 1.8 94 93 1 8 

(') l', 

~ORTH ATTLEBORO 22,450 1.6 37 37 0 7 

NORTH BROOKFIELD 3,926 1.0 4 4 0 0 
c, 

NORTH READING 12,157 2.0 24 24 0 1 

~ORTHAMPTON 30,141 1.7 51 >1 49 2 7 

lNORTHBORO 10,773 1.6 17 17 0 4 

I, 
I': 
I'> 
Cl 

!) 
E 

If 
rr 
!( 

f 

PLAINFIELD " 

366 0 0 0 0 0 

PLAINVILLE 6,500 2.0 13 13 0 1 

PLYMOUTH 33)000 2.1 68 68 0 11 

PLYMPTON 1,674 1.2 2 2 0 2 

PRINOETON 2,500 0 ° 0 0 0 

I) 

NORTHBRIDGE 12,165 1.3 16 16 0 1 PROVINCETOWN 3,947 4.4 17 17 0 3 
, 

NORTHFIELD 2,476 ~4 1 1 0 0 QUINCY 91,487 2.4 221 218 3 33 

NORTON 11,800 1.7 20 20 0 2' RANDOLPH '< 30,000 1.6 48 47 1 4 

NORWELL 9,571 1.9 18 18 0 1 RAYNHAM 8,000 1.4 11 11 0 4 , 

NORWOOD 31,316 1.9 60 59 1 6 READING 23,314 1.7 40 40 0 1 

OAK BLUFFS 1,950 4.5 9 9 0 1 REHOBOTH 7,300 1.8 13 12 1 4 

OAKHAM 910 0 0 0 0 0 REVERE 41,079 2.8 117 116 1 6 

ORANGE 6,445 1.6 
" 

10 10 0 1 RICHMOND' " 1,600 .6 1 1 ° 0 

ORLEANS 4,369 4.1 18 18 0 4 ROCHESTER 2,880 1.0 3 2 1 0 4 

PTIS 900 3.3 3 3 0 0 ROCKLAND 17,028 1.8 30 28 2 8 

OXFORD 11,662 1.6 19 19 0 4 ROCKPORT 6,500 2.8 18 18 0 0 
,< 

!PALMER p. 
11,750 1.1 13 13 0 /'3 ROWE 331 0 0 0 0 , 0 

PAXTON 3,750 .8 3 3 () 0 ROWLEY 4,000 .8 3 3 "' 0 2 

PEAB0DY 45,653 1.9 88 88 0 4 ROYALSTON 878 0 0 ° 0 0 

PELHAM 1,153 .9 1 " 1 0 0 RUSSELL 1,578 0 0 0 0 0 
,) 

!PEMBROKE 13,076 1.6 21 21 0 2 RUTLAND 3,266 2.4 8 8 0 4 
a 

!PEPPERELL 7,859 1.1 9 9 0 1 SALEM 39,592 2.3 ,<,90 88 2 6 

PERU 580 0 0 0 0 0 SALISBURY 5,885 2.4 14 14 0 2 

,!PETERSHAM 1 099 .9 1 i 0 0 SANDISFIELD 
<, 

800 0 0 0 0 0 

79 80 
o (J 
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EMPLOYEE SWORN 
/ 

OFFICERS OFFICERS TOTAL POPU- RATE / OFFICERS 
DEPARTMENT LATION (SWORN) TOTAL MALE FEMALE CIVILIANS 

(. '" , 

EMPLOYEE SWORN 
POPU- RATE OFFICERS OFFICERS OFFICERS TOTAL DEPARTMENT I LATION (SWORN) TOTAL MALE FEMALE CIVILI1..J.1t 

24 " 
2 1 SANDWICH 8,980 2.9 26 

SAUGUS 24,716 2.1 51 51 () 3 

SAVOY 475 0 0 0 0 0 
,', 

SCITUATE 18,000 1.9 34 32 2 7 

SEEKONK 12,000 2.1 25 25 0 4 

SHARON 13,991 1.6 22 ' 22 0 1 

SHEFFIELD 2,723 1.4 4 4 0 0 

SHELBURNE 1,976 .5 1 1 0 1 

SHERBORN 4,300 2.6 11 10 1 1 

SHIRLEY 4,300 2.1 9 9 0 1 

'SHRESWBURY 21,965 1.5 32 31 1 3 

SHUTESBURY 820 0 0 0 0 0 

SOMERSET 19,356 1.5 29 29 0 4 
\; 

SOMERVILLE \' 

159 2 8 80,596 2.0 161 

SOUTH HADLEY 16,984 1.5 25 24 1 0 
:,1 

SOUTHAMPTON 4,125 1.2 5 5 0 1 ., 

10 
'. 

1 3 SOUTHBORO 6,326 1..7 11 
'~') 

SOUTHBRIDGE 16,910 1.8 31 31 0 1 
'~~ 

~OUTHWICK 7,228 1.5 11 11 0 4 

SPENCER 10,460 1.0 10 '10 0 3 

~PRJNGFIELD ~70,000 2.4 416 408 8 64 ., 

~TERLING ·f 5,300 1.3 7c--,>, 6 1 5 

STOCKBRIDGE 2,228 2.7 6 6 0 0 

STONEHAM 23,000 1.8 42 42 0 Ii 5 

STOUGHTON 27,000 1.7 46 45 1 3 
(,I 

.' 
4 STOW 5 153 1.3 7 7 0 

I' 

;) 

r. 
1 

\' '/ 

STURBRIDGE 5,500 1.3 7 7 0 5 
SUDBURY " 

15,023 1.8 27 27 0 2 
SUNDERLAND 2,805 .7 2 2 0 0 SUTTON 5,485 1.6 9 9 0 1 SWAMPSCOTT 14,329 2.4 34 34 i 0 1 SWANSEA I 16,000 1.8 28 27 1 6 TAUNTON 45,110 '2.1 94 91 3 4 TEMPLETON 6,079 .8 5 " 

5 0 1 TEWKSBURY 24,049 1.6 39 38 1 1 TISBURY 3,000 3.3 10 10 0 1 TOLLAND 245 0 0 0 0 0 TOPSFIELD 5,913 1.5 9 9 .. 0 1 I 
TOWNSEND 7,200 1.4 10 9 1 0 TRURO 1,480 4.7 7 7 0 4 
TYNGSBORO . 

4,870 3.3 16 15 .' 1 1 TYRINGHAM' 328 0 0 0 0 0 UPTON 3,777 1.3 5 5~,,;, 0 3 UXBRIDGE 8,513 1.2 10 10 0 1 WAKEFIELD 24,450 2.0 50 (, 

Jl50 0 2 WALES 1,079 0 0 0 0 0 
~ALPOLE 18,361 2.1 38 38 0 2 IWALTHAM 55,021 2.3 126 126 0 7 " 

IwARE 8,679 1.1 10 10 0 1 WAREHAM ( 

15,078 2.3 34 34 0 2 WARREN 3,446 1.2 4 4 0 0 MrARWICK , . 4R? 0 0 0 0 0 
81 
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EMPLOYEE 
POPU- RATE 

DEPARTMEN';r LATION (SWORN) 
, 

WASHINGTON 486 0 
\-:0 

WAlfERTOWN 40,500 1.9 

WAYLAND 12,859 1.8 

14,444 1.9 WEBSTER .., 
-'. 

WELLESLEY 26,593 2.0 

WELLFLEET 1,973 4.5 

WENDELL 675 0 

WENHAM 4,000 2.0 

W. BOYLSTON 6,250 1.1 

W. BRIDGEWATER 7,500 2.5 

W. BROOICF I ELD 3,000 .7 

W. NEWBURY 2,850 .3 

W. SPRINGFIELD 28,000 2.6 

~. STOCKBRIDGE 1,355 0 

W. TISBURY 800. 3.8 

WESTBORO 13,693 1.9 

WESTFIELD 35,000 1.9 

WESTFORD 14,000 1.4 

IWESTHAMPTON 1,109 0 

WESTMINSTER .- 5,,517., .9 

~ESTON 11,979 1.9 

WESTPORT 13,555 1.7 
" 

~ESTWOOD 13,857 2.2 
, 
~EYMOUTH 55,909 2.0 

IwHATLEY 
cP 1,164 0 

\ 

IwHITMAN -13.771 1.7 

SWORN 1\ 
)1 .,. 

OFFICERS OFF!~CERSj 
TOTAL (,' MALE ,) 

0 0 

78 77 0 

23 22 

28 28 

52 52 

9 9 

0 0 

8 8 

7 7 

19 19 

2 2 

1 1 

74 73 

0 0 

3 3 

26 23 .. 
'. 

66 -, 66 

20 20 

0 0 

5 5 

23 23 

23 23 

31 31 

112 111 

0 0 

9.4- 24 
u 
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I~? 
OFFICERS 
FEMALE 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

'0 
, 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 
(,I 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0" 

() 

TOTAL 
CIVILIAN~ 

0 

8 

4 

1 

2 

4 

0 

0 

1 

1 

2 

0 

4 

0 

0 

0 

4 

6 
'. 

0 

0 
-

3 

1 

2 

10 

0 

() 

c 

\ 
\ 
\ 

.j 

I 
1 
i 
4 
,1 
1 

{ 

EMPLOYEE SWORN 
pOPu-:::; RATE OFFICERS DEPARTMEN'l' LATION (SWORN) TOTAL 

/--< 

!WILBRAHAM 13,139 1.6 21 

~ILLIAMSBURG 2,390 0 0 I, 
-I 

i,' 

, WILLI.A..MSTOWN 8,641, 1.2 10 
I; 

!WILMINGTON .. 

18,200 'I. 7 31 
[wINCHENDON 6,827 1.6 11 

!.1 

[wINCHESTER 21,891 2' 0 43 
'1 t 

IWINDSOR 569 0 0 
~INTHROP 20,359 2.1 42 

~OBURN 34,987 1.8 64 

~ORCESTER 172,000 2.5 431 

WORTHINGTON 951 6.3 6 
WRENTHAM 

I 7,368 1.9 14 
YARMOUTH 18,000 2.2 39 

CITY & TOWN TOTAL 5,908, AVERAGE 
POLICE EMPLOYEES 841 2.1 12,481 

STATE AGENCIES 
~OLICE EMPLOYEES 

ATTORNEY GENERALS, 
OFFICE - BOSTON N/A *14 
CAPITOL,POLICE N/A 97 

~ASSACHUSETTS 
~TATE POLICE N/A I 

828 

IM.D.C. POLICE N/A 501 
M.B.T.A. POLICE N/A 57 : ."', 

" MASS. REGISTRY OF . 
MOTOR VEHICLES N/A 354 u 

II 

* Included in Massachusetts State Police Totai\ 
- 84 

OFFICERS OFFICERS TOTAL 
MALE FEMALE CIVILIANS 

21 0 1 

O. 0 0 

10 0 3 
" 

31 0 '::i2 

11 0 1 

43 0 2 , 

0 0 0 

42 0 2 
,. 

64 0 5 

'423 8 98 

5 1 0 

14 0 -1 

38 1 9. 

12,235 246 1,399 

14 Q 8 '''''~< 

96 1 0 

I, 

825 3 224 

499 2 8 

57 0 3 

.. 
351 3 50 



EMPLOYEE SWORN 
POPU- RATE OFFICERS OFFICERS 

DEPARTMENT LATION (SWORN) TOTAL MALE 
. 
) 

0 

STATE/AGENCIES 
POLICE EMPLOYEES 
TO'I'ALS N/A 1,837 I J 828 

CAMPUS POLICE 
0 

AGENCIES 

BENTLEY COLLEGE N/A 22 II 22 

BOSTON COLLEGE N/A 42 /? 39 . 

BOSTON UNIVERSITY N/A 27 26 

BRANDEIS UNIV. N/A 18 16 
c 

CLARK UNIVERSITY N/A' 11 11 

FITCHBURG ST. COLL N/A 11 9 

IMASS. INSTITUTE OF 
TECHNOLOGY N/A 53 50 

HARVARD UNIV. N/A 64 64 

~. ADAMS ST. COLL. CC~, N/ A 8 7 
j' 

~ORTHEASTERN UNIV. N/A 44 42 

SPRINGFIELD COLL. N/A: 10 8 
" 

TUFTS UNIVERSITY N/A 29 26 , 

pNIV. OF MASS. 
37 35 !AMHERST CAMPUS N/A 

UNIV. OF MASS. 
~OSTON CAMPtJ'S, N/A 29 25 

WELLESLEY COLLEGE "N/A 
I 

15 14 
(7 WENTWORTH INSTITUTl 

1 1 OF' TECHNOLOGY N/A 

~ESTFIELD ST. COLL. N/A 6 5 
WORCESTER ST. COLL,. N/A 11 8 
CAMPUS AND UNIV. 

~) POLICE TOTALS N/A N/A 438 408 
[COMM. OF MASS. 

0 IPOLICE EMPLOYEE 5,908, AVERAGE C' 

rrOTALS 841 2.5 14 J, 756 14,471 
". 

'85 

" 

OFFICERS TOTAL 
. FEMALE 

Q CIVILIAN~ 

" 
9 ) 293 

'0 5 

3 2 

1 0 

2 ,~) 3 

0 1 

2 1 \) 

3 4 

0 8' 

1 1 

2 0 

2 0 

3 11 

2 10 

4 1 

1;,;:'-' 6 
/1 
t~'.::j 

0 13 

1 0 
3' O. 

. 30 .. 94 

" \) 

285 1 786 -, 

c 

o 

D 

! 
i 

" I 

'. \,-, 
'. 

[) 

" . 

MAS SAC H U S E-T T S C RIM E REP 0 R TIN G U NIT 
U N I FOR M C RIM E REP 0 R TIN G S T A F F 

RITA M. MILLS 
SUPERVISOR OF POLICIES AND PROCEDURES 

JOHN T. PRENDERGAST 
SUPERVISOR OF UNIFORM CRIME REPORTING 

STEPHEN C. VOZZELLA 
ASST. SUPERVISOR OF UNIFORM CRIME REPORTING 

JEANNETTE DOETSCH 
RESEARCH ASSISTANT 

BARBARA L. MCKAY 
RESEARCH ASSISTANT 

LILLIA GREAVES 
SENIOR CLERK & TYPIST 

BARBARA COSTON 
EDP OPERATOR I 

" BEVERLY MOORE 
EDP OPERATOR I 
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