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OREGGN AT-A-GLANCE* 

Oreg~A is the central state of the Pacific group. It is bounded on the 
north by Washington, on the east by Idaho, on the south by California and 
Nevada and on the west by the Pacific Ocean, and lies between 42 degrees 
and 46 degrees 15 minutes, north latitude; and 116 degrees 45 minutes and 
124 degrees 30 minutes, west longitude. . 

The width east and west is 395 miles and the length north and south is 
295 miles. Oregon was admitted to the Union on F(:bruary 14, 1859, and the 
33rd sta.r in the flag was added for the state on July 4, 1859. 

Oregon Census (1975) 
State total (estimate) •••.•...•••.•.•.•..•••••..•..•..•. 2,299,OOO 

Urban (1970) ........................................... (67.1%) 
Rural (1970) .............................. II •••••••••••• (32.9%) 

Median age of population (1970) ..•...••••..•.•.....•.•. 29.0 years 
Number of households (1970) .•••• 0 ••••••• < ••••••••••••••••• 691,631 
Persons per household (1970) •.•••.••..••.•..•••.•.•••.•.•..•. 2.94 
Persons per square mile (1975) .•.••.••.•.•...••.••••••.•..••. 23.7 

Note: Some statistics are updated only by Census, the last 
one being conducted in 1970. The 1975 population figures are 
from Portland State University, Population and Census. 

Total area of Oregon ••••....•••...•.•••..••••.••••••. 97 ,073 sq. mi. 
Land 8.re~ •••.•••••• 96,184 Water Area •.......•• 889 

Elevation 
Elevation in Oregon ranges from sea level to 11,235 feet on Mount Hood 
in the Cascade Range. 

Personal Income of Oregonians (1973) 

Total (millions of dollars) 
Per capita (dollars) 

U.S. 

1,032,045 
4,918 

Oregon 

10,451 
4,697 

Oregon as 
% of U.S. 

1.0% 
95.5% 

Industrial Sources of Civilian Income in 1972 Received by Persons 
for Participating in Current Production (Millions of Dollars) 

" ilie~n 
Contract constructions ............................ o •• 474 
Far,ms. . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 256 
Finance, insurance and real estate •••••.•...••.• ",.... 347 
Government .................... " ..................... . 
Manufac turing ...................... " ................ . 
~lining •••• fI ••••••• Q ••••••••••••••• It •••••••••••••••••• 

Services' ..................... 11 ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Transportation~ commtmications and public utilities •. 
Who1esa,le and retail trade.' ••..• '0 ••••••••••••••••••• 

Other ..... ~ ,. ........ ' ........ s ••••• s s s s • s ••• , ••••••• ' ••• 

To tal ...... 's • 's •••••••••••••••••••••••••• s ••• It •••• s • 

*Facts about Oregon from 1975-76 Oregon Blue Book. 
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1,230 
1,869 

17 
1,051 

593 
1,376 

32 
7,246 

U.S. 
46,507 
24,626 
39,779 

113,928 
198,934 

7,232 
111,820 

54,146 
121,168 

2,233 
720,373 



COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY* 

Growth of diversifi~d manufacturing in recent years has been changing 
Oregon's largely resource-oriented economy, which historically has been 
heavily dependent on forest and agriculture products as the basic foundation. 

Forest products, including lumber and pl~vood, and paper and allied products 
continue to be Oregon's leading industry. The harvesting and processing 
of timber into a wide variety of products accounts for nearly 42 percent of 
its manufacturing employment, and slightly more than half of ,the value 
added by all of the state's manufacturing industry. 

The relative position of the forest products industry has been lessened 
somewhat by the growth of other kinds of manufacturing and the growth of 
service industries. 

From 1958 to 1972, the total sales from all manufacturing increased from 
$1,222 million to $3,471.2 million. During this same period, the total 
sales of forest products increased from $660 million to $1,788 million. 

The metals-related group of industries, including primary metals, 'fabricated 
metals, machinery, electrical machinery, and transportation equipment has 
been the state's pacesetter in growth of manufacturing, 

Agriculture is a major industry in Oregon, with cash receipts from farm 
marketing of over $1 billion in 1973. 

Tourism :l.s another important contributor to Oregon's economy. The impact of 
spending by tourists from out-of-state is felt on a number of industries and 
activitie,s, including retail and wholesale trade, services and transportatio'U. 

*Facts about Oregon from 1975-76 Oregon Blue Book. 
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INDEX CRIME 

ABSTRACT 
STATEWIDE CRIME 

1975 

Index Crimes include the offenses of murder, rape, robbery aggravated assault, 
burglary, larceny, and motor vehicle theft. There were 152,477 index of­
fenses reported for 1975 - a 6.2 percent increase over 1974. Total reported 
crimes in each category for 1975 were as follows: 

Murder ................... " ... 0 •••••••••••••••••••••• 125 

Forcible Rape .... 0 • IIJ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 739 

Ro b b ery. . . . . . . . . . c • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 , 974 

Aggravated Assault •••••.••.•..•.••...•.•.••....••• 6,173 

Burglary ........... \: . " ... " .... " .. II •••••••••••••• • 43,235 

Larceny /Theft .................................... 88,761 

Motor Vehicle Theft .•..••.•••.••.•.••.••••••.•..• l0,470 

INDEX CRIME RATE 

The total Index Crime rate for Oregon was 6,632 offenses per 100~000 state 
residents. In 1975, this rate, or the risk of being a victim of an Index 
Crime, increased 6.2 percent over 1974. 

Multnomah, Lafie and Jackson Counties had the three highest Index Crime 
rates among the thirty-six counties. 

Together, the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA) of Eugene, 
Portland, and Salem accounted for 69 percent of all crime reported statewide. 
The Index Crime rate for the three SMSAs combined was 7,599 per 100,000 
compared to 5,152 per 100,000 for the remainder of the state. The risk of 
being a victim of an Index Crime is 47 percent higher in the SMSA areas than 
in the rest of the state. > 

VIOLENT INDEX CRIMES 

The rate of violent Index Crimes (murder, rape, robbery, aggravated assault) was 
435 per 100,000 population and accounted for 6.6 percent of the total Index Crimes .. 
In 1975, this rate increased 18.5 percent over 1974. The highest increase in 
violent crime rates was aggravated assault with a 35.1 percent increase over 
1974. Robbery and forcible rape rates per 100,000 decreased in 1975 by 1.0 
percent and 0.6 percent respectively. The risk of being a victim of a violent 
Index Crime increased 18.5 percent over 1974. 
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There were 125 murders in Oregon it;J.19 7 5 ;32 percent involved use of a 
handgun, 23 percent involved use of other firearms, and 45 percent involved 
use of other weapons. " 

Twenty-five percent o;f all rapes reported werec.lassified as attempts. 
Fifty-four percent of assaults repor'ted involved no weapon. Forty-two 
percent of the robberies involved strong-arm (hands, fists, feet). 

PROPERTY INDEX CRIMES 

Property offenses accounted for 93.4 percent of the total Index Crime. The 
rate of reported Property Index Crimes (burglary, larceny, motor veh.icle theft) 
was 6,197 per 100,000 ·population. In 1975, this rate increased 5.4 percent 
over 1974. The highest increase in reported property crimes was in larceny, 
(7.1 percent over 1974). Motor vehicle theft showed a decrease of 1.5 percent 
from 1974. The value of all property reported stolen was reported at $45.6 
million. The value of all reported stolen property recovered was $13.8 million. 

Burglary accounted for 28 percent of all Index Crimes reported. Of the total 
burglaries reported, 7 percent were attempts only, 33 percent were committed 
using no force in entry, and the remaining 60 percent were committ~d by forcible 
entry. Of the total burglaries, 64 percent involved breaking ,and entering 
of residences. 

Larceny accounted for 58 percent of all,.lndex Crimes with 39.7 percent of all 
larcenies involving the theft of parts, accessories and other property from 
motor vehicles. Almost 50 percent of all larcenie~"/involved a reported property 
loss of under $50 in value. 

ARRESTS 

There were a total of 100,057 arrests for all OffenS(;lS reported in 1975. 
Of these 100,057 arrests, 28.5 percent were for Index offenses - murder, ., 
forcible ~ape, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny, and motor vehicle theft. 

The highest total number of. arrests were for the categories of larceny, driving 
under the influence, and liquor law violations. Arrests for offenses re+ating 
to drug abuse and intoxicrOlting liquor law violations combined accounted for 
43 percent of the total arrests for all offenses. Arrests. for marijuana" 
accounted for 79 percent of the total for drug abuse. 

Juvenile arrests accounted for 54 percent of the total for Index offenGes 
and 36 percent of the total for all offenses. 

Juvenile arr,ests accounted for 64.4 percent of the arrests for burglary, 54.5 
percent of the arrests for larceny and 65.2 percent of the arrests for motor 
vehicle theft. , ... 

iv 
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Adult arrests accounted for 97 percent of the arrests for murder, 83,9 per-
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cent of the arrests for rape, 67.8 percent of the arrests for robbery, 78.8 
percent of the arrests for aggravated assault, and 75.9 percent of, the, arrests 
for narcoticl3 violations. 

Male arrests accounted for 82.4 percent of the total for all arrests and 
81.0 percent of the total for Index arrests, and dominated every category 
except prostitution and runaways. 
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INTRODUCTION 

SECTION 1 

OVERVIEW OF OREGON CRIME REPORTING 
AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE 

SYSTEM 

This is the second annual report of criminal offenses and arrests produced 
by the State of Oregon since the origination of the Oregon Uniform Cri~e, 
Reporting Program. It is, however, the first annual rer.ort produced in part 
from the Oregon, "incident" reporting program and will present information on 
more facets of the crime problem in Oregon than was possible in prior 
publications. 

The first Oregon report was based entirely on a summary·reporting program 
identical to the FBI Uniform Crime Reporting Program. That program was 
limited to collecting only the numbers of serious offenses (Index offenses plus 
manslaughter) known to the police and the numbers of persons arrested. 

The new incident reporting program, tailored basically to the needs and 
operational procedure of the local police agencies in Oregon, was designed 
with the following objectives in mind: 

.To reduce the amount of bookkeeping and form handling required to 
report basic state and federal UCR data • 

• To provide for additional reporting capabilities, and if used, further 
reduce the amount of manual statistical compilation which was being done 
in most departments • 

• To provide useable and timely information to the local agency in the 
form of standard monthly, quarterly,. a.nd annual summaries based on the 
data submitted. 

Information regarding each incident is recorded on two basic reporting forms 
and forwarded to the central site. The "end-of-the-month-rush" is avoided 
by distributing the workload over the entire reporting month and eliminating 
the tallying, summarizing, and arithmetic balancing required of police <l.gencies 
under t.hesununary method. Although several of the additional data elements 
are optional, considerably more information is now being reported, particularly 
regarding Part II offenses, such as target location, type of stolen articles', 
more defined degree or type of offense, etc. 

SOURCE OF DATA 

.t-Ul statistical information relating to criminal offenses and arrests was 
compiled from the data submitted by Oregon law enforcement agencies. Some 
agencies have not accomplished the change to incident reporting and consequent­
ly, have some impact on the statistics relating to Part II crimes. 
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2. 

the offense counts are determined from records of criminal complaints received 
by tIle police from victims, other sources, or discovered by police during 
their operations. Complaints determined by police investigation to be 
unfounded are eliminated from this count. Law enforcement agencies also 
reported the total number of these crimes cleared by arrest or exceptional 
means. The arrest figures used throughout this report include those phy­
sically arrested, cited, summoned, and notified. 

The statewide offense totals in Section 3 are not identical to those shown 
in Sections 4 and 5 of this report. The differences are less than 0.3 per­
cent and are the result of two different and separate methods of compiling 
the data at two different points of time. 

REPORTING JURISDICTION 

Reported offenses relate to·the jurisdiction in which they occur. The arrest 
and clearance, in every case, is attributed to the jurisdiction in which 
the offense occurred, even though the arresting agency may not be the 
department originally reporting the offense. State Police and County Sheriffs 
have conc.urrent jurisdiction in all counties of the State. £heir reports 
generally apply to those areas outside incorporated cities which have munici­
pal police departments. In 1975, agencies reported the number of known 
offenses according to the 29 categories used by the FBI program. 

DEGREE OF REPORTING 

During 1975, offense and related supplementary information, including arrest 
data, was received from 136 municipal police departments, 36county sheriff 
departments and the Oregon State Police who provided offense and arrest infor­
matiop in all 36 counties. 

In 1975, the number of agencies participating in the OUCR program represented 
service to 99 percent of the State's population. Those agencies not partici­
pating represent service to one percent of the total population and includes 
only three cities of population between 1,500 and 3,000. 

USE OF OUCR 

If a citizen does not report a crime to the authorities, it will not be 
included as part of the official crime rate. Thus, under-reporting of crime 
can h!'lve a significant impact, not only on crime rates, but also on the 
evaluation of the effectiveness of crime reduction programs. 

Of particular concern is the possibility that changes in the official crime 
rate could be an artifact of changes in the willingness of citizens to report 
crimes to the police. Substantial evidence is cC):(1.tained in a report entitled 
Crime and Victimization in Portland: Analysis of Trends, 1971-1974, that 
showed increases in the official crime rates in Portland during 1973-74 
corresponded very closely to increases in the proportion of crimes which 
Victims said they reported to the police. Likewise, the evidence indicates 
that decreases in the offici:a1 crime rates corresponded to a decline in the 
proportion of victims who reported the incident to the police. 

" 
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Some types of crime prevention pro~:tams specifically include. efforts to 
increase the willingness of vicb.ms to report crimes to the police. Programs 
which involve the community in the criminal justice system or in self-protection 
efforts may iucrease the reporting rate to such an extent that crime in the 
area will appear to have increased when it actually may have decreased. Su.ch 
programs may be judged ineffective and funding for them discontinued.. Only 
if the total number af crimes and/or the proportion of crimes reported to the 
police is known will it be possible to provide accurate and reliable informa-. 
tion about the effectiveness of such programs.* 

While it is apparent the crime information reported to the police· does not 
provide a complete picture of the crime situation in our society, it is 
compiled and analyzed because of the following reasons:** 

a. Reported crime inforn~tion is used by the police agencies for 
• resource allocation and determining appropriate agency responses to 

occm::rences. 

b. Reported crime data, recognized as a portion of the total crime, is, 
in fact, a highly accurate measurement of occurrences in society 
that must be addressed by the criminal justice system. 

c. This system is oased on definitions which are standardized (uniform) 
across the nation and it is unlikely that it will be appreciably 
altered in the foreseeable future. 

d. To locate the major social areas of the thrust of criminal activity 
that contribute to the total volume of criminal deviance. That is, 
it is necessary, for purposes of control and reduction, to know 
precisely the age, sex, ethnic, and the other social attributes of 
the population that have a disproportionate share of involvement in 
crime. 

e. 1'0 classify the heterogene.ous variety of criminal deviance into 
types and degrees of seri.ousness so that more refined. measurements 
of social harm can indicate with specificity the nature of the crime 
problem and the individuals contributing to it. 

f. To measure the efficiency and effectiveness of prevention and 
deterence programs ranging from community action, police activities, 
sanctions imposed by private or judicial practice. 

*CRIME AND VICTIMIZATION IN PORTLAND; ANALYSIS OF TRENDS, 1971-1974, 
Oregon Research Institute, Eugene, Oregon, February 10, 1975. 

**Items d-i are from Marvin E. Wolfgang, "Working Groups on New Methods 
of Compiling Criminal Statistics", Council of Europe, European Committee 
on Crime Problems, Strasbourg (January 15, 1969). 
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g. To measure the effectiveness of treatment strategies on specific 
types of offenders. 

h. To measure changes (progress) in the condition of racial subgroups 
in society and the extent to which community-action programs may 
contribute to such reduction, and so forth. 

i. To plan and project, because various major features of a culture are 
intricately inter-related, anyone of them, such as crime, may have 
enormous systematic effects on others. In order to assign priority 
allocations to the effects which crime and criminals may have upon 
other aspects of the culture and upon the future, knowledge of the 
present amount of crime and criminals is necessary. Projections of 
crime can only be made on the basis of adequate information of the 
past and present. Budgets of the future regarding manpower resources 
for training, education, etc., need the data of the present. 

INTERJURISDICTIONAL COMPARISONS 

Care should be taken in making direct comparisons of crime and arrest data 
as reported by different law enforcement jurisdictions. Factors relating to 
crime reporting practices, law enforcement policies, population characteristics 
and attitudes all make for variation in reported data. 

Some general tactors which may affect the amount '~f crime reported ar,e: 

.Density and size of the community population and the metropolitan area 
of which it is a part • 

• Composition of the population with re.ference particularly to age • 

• Economic status, education, and recreation characteristics of the 
community population • 

• Relative stability of the population, including commuters, seasonal, 
and other transient types • 

• Climate, including ~easonal weather conditions, and other geographical 
variations • 

• Religious characteristics of the populations • 

• Effective strength of the police force • 

• Policies of the prosecuting officials and the courts. 

,Attitude of the public toward .law enforcement problems • 

• The administrative and investigative follow-up of the local law 
enforcement agency, including the degree of adherence to crime­
re,porting standards. 



LAWENFORCEHEN'r IN 01§QQ!! 

Municipal police departments have full police powers within their jurisdictions 
including the investigation of crime, enforcement of state criminal and traffic 
laws and·' city ordinances. 

county Sheriffs exercise general law enforcement authority ill. their respective 
counties enforcing state criminal and traffic laws, and county ordinanceS. 
Sheriffs Departments generally confine their law enforcement services to 
areas not served by municipal police departments. Sheriffs may provide 
law enforcement services to incorpora'ted municipalities on a contract basis. 

The Oregon State Police have full law enforcement authority. They may conduct 
criminal investigations and enforce state laws anywhere within the State. 
However, they generally function outsidE: of incorporated cities except when 
assistance is requested by a local police agency. State Police have primary 
responsibility for patrol of interstate freeways, the State highway system, 
and enforcement of fish and game laws. Occasionally, patrols are also provided 
on county roads. 

The Department of State Police also provides support services to municipal 
and county departments upon request. These include crime laboratory services, 
fingerprint identification, criminal records, questioned document examination, 
polygraph se~vice and specialized investigation teams for arson and narcotics 
investigations. 

The Oregon Uniform Crime Reporting Program also includes the collection of data 
relating to the number of full-time employed police officers and civilian 
personnel. There were 5,556 full-time law enforcement employees reported 
in 1975 as illustrated in Table 1.1. This represents the total of all personnel 
in municipal police agencis, sheriffs' departments, and the State Police. 

Male employees accounted for 79.6 percent of the total employees. Sworn 
officers accounted for Bl.4 percent of the total work force with the ~eInaining 
lB.6 percent being full-time civilians. 

Of the 4,420 total male employees J 93.4 percent were sworn officers and 6.6 
percent were civilians. Of the 1,136 total female employees, 34.7 percent 
were sworn officers and 65.3 percent were civilians. Using the total State 
population of 2,299,000, the number of law enforcement employees per 1,000. 
population was 2.42. The number of sworn officers per 1,000 population. was 
1. 97. 

"fOTAL 
EMPLOYEES 

5,556 

.M F 

4 ,420 1,136 

TABLE 1.1 
FULL-TIMR LAW ENFORCEMENT EMPLOYEES 

(SWORN AND CIVILIANS), 1975 

SWORN FULL-TIME NO. OF PERCENT 
OFFICERS CIVILIANS EMPLOYEES FEMALE 

PER 1,000 
4,524 1,039 POPULATION 

M F M F 

4,130 394 296 743 2.42 20 .• 4% 

(; 

PERCEN T 
AN CJ:VILI 

lB.7 % 

5 
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COURTS 

During 1975, there were forty-seven Justice Courts with misdemeanor and 
traffic: jurisdiction. Twenty-two counties had District CourtS\, with Circuit 
Courts providirlg service to all 36 counties. Circuit Courts have jurisdiction 
in all f.elony criminal matters. The State Court of Appeals and the State Supreme 
Court provide service at the Appelate levels. 

During 1975, 14,000 felony cases, 28,939 misdemeanors and 356,680 traffic 
cases wt:!re filed in the State court systelli;175 Municipal Courts report'ed 
handling an additional 90,911 traffic cases*. 

Child welfare and the prevention and control of juvenile delinquency is a 
joint responsibility -of the State of Oregon and its 36 counties, working in 
conjunction with private agencies. Oregon's Circuit Courts, and in some 
cases, County Courts, have exclusive jurisdiction in cases involving persons 
under 18 years of age whose actions may be in violation of a law and/or ordinance. 

Juvenile Courts and Departments are essentially involved with the juvenile cor­
re.ction process. Referrals made by law' enforcement officers, parents, relatives, 
neighbors or any interested party may r~sult in an informal confrontation or a 
formal hearing, followed by dismissal, supervision or detention, depending 
on a referral cause and the needs of the child. The Juvenile Department, under 

• the auspices of the Circuit Court or County Court, is responsible for disposi­
tion of all delinquenc.y cases. 

CORRECTIONS 

At the State level, the Corrections Division of the Oregon Human Resources 
bepartment is responsible for all adult offenders sentenced to felony insti­
tutions or placed under the supervision of parole or probation. During 1975, 
the Division received 1,362 offenders committed to institutional custody 
with 3,377 placed on probation. As of December 31, 1975, the Division had 
2,271 inmates in actual custody plus 174 housed in regional or local facilities 
on work release or educational programs; an additional 6,743 persons were 
under parole or probation supervision. During 1975, 734 persons were relea_sed 
from institutions to parole by order of the Oregon Board of Parole**. 

Responsibility for State programs dealing with juvenile delinquency, welfat~-.,. 
and other needs of children is vested in the Children's Services Division oi 
the Department of Human Resources. The Division operates two training 
schools, two work-study c.amps, a juvenile parole and community service unit, 
administers subsidy funds distributed to county juvenile departments, certifies 
foster homes and child care agencies, and purchases group treatment and care 
from private child care agencies and family foster care from families. 

* Data from JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION IN THE COURTS OF OREGON - 22nd Annual 
Report,State Court Administrator, 1975. 

** Data from the Corrections Division of the Oregon Human Resources Department. 



SECTION 2 

INDEX CRIME COMPARISONS AND HIG~LIGHTS 

INTRODUCTION 

This section presents reported Index Crime statistics for Oregon in several 
aspects which include a comparison of Index Crimes reported in Oregon trom 
1972 to 1975; a projection of Index and Vj.olent Crime rates per 100,000 
population through 1980; a comparison of Index Crime in Oregon with three 
western states - California, Idaho, and Hawaii; and a comparison of Index 
Crime in Portland with three major west coast cities - Los Angeles, San 
Francisco, and Seattle. 

INDEX CRIME IN OREGON: FROM 1972 THROUGH 1975 

Sunnnary data concerning Index Crimes in the State of Oregon for the years 
1972 through 1975, inclusive, are presented in Table 2.1. The Index Crime 
rate (offenses per 100,000 population) increased 6.2 percent over 1974. The 
Vio1~nt Index Crime rate increased 18.5 percent and the Property lndex Crime 
rate'l.ncreased 5.4 percent in the same time period. The largest increase in 
crime rate was in the aggravated assault rate (+35.1% over 1974). There 
were decreases in crime rates for forcible rape (0.6%), robbery (1.0%), and 
motor vehicle theft (1.5%). The Violent Index Crime rate increase of 18.5 
percent is entirely due to the 35.1 percent rate increase in aggravated 
assault because the murder, forcible rape and robbery rates remained the 
same or showed small decreases. This decrease is shown at the bottom of 
Table 2.1 (the aggravated assault rate is subtracted from the Violent Index 
Crime rate) and shows a decrease in rate of 1.2 percent for the rate of the 
other violent crimes. 

Percentage difference between actual increase/decrease in crime rates (offenses 
per 100,000 population) and projected increase/decrease for the 1974-1975 period 
are shown in Figure 2.1. The projected percentage change was calculated from a 
simple linear regression (least squares method) using data from the years 1968 to 
197'l;.. All of the regression equations predicted increases in crime rates varying 
from 0.2 percent increase for robbery rate to a 6.2 percent. increase for forcible 
rape rate. The actual percentage differences between 1974 and 1975 crime rates 
varied from an increase of 35.1 percent for aggravated assault to a 1.5 percent 
decrease for motor vehicle theft. 
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The largest discrepancy between projected and actual percentage was noted for 
aggravated assault rate in which a 3.2 percent increase was proJected for the 
1974-1975 time period as compared to an actual increase of 35.1 percent which 
yields a 31. 9 percent difference. The smallest discrepancy is .l3hown for robbery 
rate in, whiCh a projected increase of 0.2 percent is compared with an actual de­
crease of 1.0 percent to yield, a difference of 1.2 percent. The other differences 
range around a 5 .5 percent difference between actu,al and projected percentages 
except for burglary rate which has a difference of 1.9 percent. 

Note: The regression equations used for the projections all had statistically 
signi£icantregressions with probabilities less than the 5 percent level ahd their '1 
"explained" variance as shown by R squared values which ranged from 61. 66 perp.ent 
for mt,lrder to 98.77 percent for burglary, Four of the seven categories in Figure 
2.1 had R squared values above 90 percent. 



TABLE 2.1 - OREGON INDEX CRIME RATES 1972-1975 

DEN- CRIME RATES (PER 100,000 POPULATION) , 

SITY* < • VIO- PRO-
(Pop_ TOTAL' INDEX LENT PERTY FOR- MOTOR 
pe'X sq INDEX- CRIME CRIME CRIME CIBLE ROB- AGGRAVATED BUR- VEHICLE 

YEAR POPULATION mile)"; OFFENSES RATE RATE' RATE MURDER RAPE BERY ASSAULT GLARY LARCENY THEFT 

1972 2,182,000 22.48 110,156 5,048 298 4,751 5.5 26.3 ~09.5 156.3' 1,468.8 2,895.4 386.6 

1973 2,225,000 22.92 117,860 5,297 293 5,004 4.9 29.3 99.4 159.0 1,607.7 2,988.5 .408.2 

Change +2.0% +2.0% +7.0% +4.9% -1. 7% +5.3% -10.9% +11.4% 1-9.2% +1. 7% +9.5% +3.2% +5.6% 

1974 2,266,000 23.34 141,544 6,247 367 5,8·79 5.5 32.4 ~30.7 198.7 1,813.5 3,603.4 462.3 

Change +1.8% +1.8% +20.1% +17.9% . +25. 3~ +17.5% +12.2% +10.6% f\-31.5% +25.0% +12.8% +20.6% +13.3% 

1975 2,299,000 23.68 152,477 6,632 435 6,197 5.5 32.1 ~29.4 268.5 1,880.6 3,860.9 455.4 

Change +1.5% +1.5% +7.7% +6.2% +18. 5~ ~5.4% --- -0.9% 1-1.0% +35.1% +3.7% +7.1% -1.5% 

Rate Per Female Residents** 
(Excluding Aggravated Assault) 

1974 137,042 6,048 169 63.4 

1975 146,304 6,364 167 '63.1 

Change +6.8% +5.2% -1.2% -0.5% 

*Based on total area of state = 97,073 square miles. 
**Based on female population estimates - Portland State University 
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INDEX CRIME IN OREGON - PROJECTIONS FOR 1976 AND 1980 

The projection of accurate estimates of some future event depend heavily on 
the stability of the measurement process used to provide the data for the 
projections. The measurement process has seen two major changes in the past 
four years. First, in 1972, the FBI changed its definition of what was 
included in the category of Proper,ty Index Crimes.' This change also affected 
Total Index Crimes which is a combination of property and violent crimes. 
Second, the Oregon UCR program began operation in 1974 and, through its 
activities, more agencies are now participating in the UC~ program. Each of 
these factors has contributed to the increase in reported offenses and arrests. 
Due to the first limitation, only data from 1972 t~ 1975 was used in the 
projections. 

Two sets of projections were made from this data. The first set of projections 
was made using an exponential smoothing technique which has been adjusted f.or 
trend.* The second set of projec~ions was made using a simple linear regression 
technique. The Index Crime rates used in the projections and the projected ' 
values are presented in Table 2.2. Wi~h the exception of the projection for 
the 1975 Violent Crime rate from 1972-1974 data, the exponential smoothing 
technique which places greater weight on the most recent year, consistently 
projected smaller rates than the linear regression technique. 

The 1975 Violent Index Crime rate was 8.2 percent higher than that projected 
using the exponential smoothing technique and 12.1 percent higher than that 
projected using a linear regression. The 1975 Property Index Crime rate was 
0.4 percent higher than that projected using the exponential smoothing 
technique and 2.6 percent lower than that projected using a linear regression. 

TABLE 2.2 CRIME RATE FORECASTS - 1980 PROJECTIONS 
(Offenses per 100,000 Population) 

Actual 

Year 

1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 

Projected 

1975** 
1976 
~980 

Total Violent ,Property 
Index 
Crime 

5,048 
5,297 
6,247 
6,632 

Smooth 
6,574 
7,003 
8,696 

Index 
Crime 

Regress. 
6,730 
7,232 
9,512 

298 
293 
367 
435 

Smooth 
402 
433 
550 

Index 
Crime 

4,751 
5,004 
5,879 
6,197 

Regress. 
388 
470 
664 

Smooth -
6,172 
6,569 
8,146 

Regress. 
6,339 
6,761 
8,846 

i~Hil1ier and Lieberma,n, OPERATIONS RESEARCH, Second edition, Holden-Day, 1974. 
**From State of Oregon, ANALYSIS OF CRIMINAL OFFENSES AND ARRESTS, 

January- December, 1974. 
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FIGURE 2.2 TOTAL INDEX AND VIOLENT INDEX CRINE RATE PROJECTIONS 

OREGON COMPARED TO SELECTED WESTERN STATES: 1972-1975 

A comparison of Index and Violent Crime rates (offenses per 100,000 papulation) 
in 1974 and 1975 for Oregon, California, Hawaii, and Idaho is presented in 
Table 2.3. 

, It was anticipated to .inc1ude Nevada and Washington in the comparison ~ith 
western states, however, data was not available at the time this report. was 
compiled. 

Among the four states, Idaho had the highest increase in population in 1975 
(2.6% increase over 1974) with Hawaii having the highest population density 
(134 persons per square mile), Oregon's population density in 1975 was 23.i" 
persons per square mile - app~oximately 1/5 that of Hawaii, but shows an 

11 

Index Crime rate that is ten percent higher. Although California had the highest 
Index and Violent Crime :o:ates, Oregon had the highest increases (+6.2% over 
1974 for Index and +18.5% for Violent). Hawaii was the only state which 
showed a decrease :in the Index Crime rate in 1975 {-0.8% from 1974). 

- '.) 
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TABLE 2.3 - INDEX CRIME RATES (1974-1975) 
OREGON AND SELECTED WESTERN STATES 

DENSITY TOTAL INDEX VIOLENT INDEX 
STATE YEAR POPULATION AREA (persons I1"'DEX CRIME CRIl1E CRIMES . (sq. mi.) per sq. CRIMES RATE RATE PER SQ. 

1m; ) MILE 

1974 2,266,000 23. 141,54 l 6,247 367 1.46 
~ 

OREGON 1975 2,299,000 23.7 
97,073 

152,4} 6,6.32 435 1.57 

change +1.5% +1. % +7.7% +6.2% +18.5%' +7.5% 

1974 20,907,000 131.7 1,431,461: 6,847 611 9.02 
CP.LIFOR-

1975 158,693 7,188 9.60 NIA 21,185,000 133.5 1,522,83E 653 

change +1.3% +1.4% +6.4% +5.0% +6.9% +6.4% 

1974 847,000 131.2 51,42, 6,072 208 7.97 

HAHAIr 1975 865,000 6,45l+ 134.0 52,09£ 6,023 218 8.07 

change +2.2% +2.1% +1.3% -0.8% +4.8% +1.3% 

1974 799,000 9.6 32,08~ 4,,015 183 0.38 

IDAHO 1975 820,000 83,557 9.8 34,082 4,156 204 0.41 

change +2.6% +2.1% +6.2% +3.5% +11.5% +7.9% 

The Index Crime ratl'~s for the period 1972-1975 are depicted in Figure 2.3 and 
as illustrated, Oregon's has steadily increased over the three-year period 
(+31.4% from 1972 to 1975). California's Index Crime rate decreased in 1973 
but has ri,sen steadily since, representing a tqtal increase of 12.1 percent 
~rom 1972 to 1975. Although the Index Crime rate for Hawaii decreased in 1975, 
the total from 1972 has increased by 30.6 percent. Idaho's Index crime rate 
increased by 21.5 percent from 1972 to 1975. If the same annual increases 
in the Index crime continues, and based on a simple linear regression of 1972 
to 1975 data, Oregon will surpass California in Index Crime rate by 1977. 

The Violent Crime rates for the four states for the period 1972-1975 are 
depicted in Figure 2.4 and as illustrated, Oregon's rate decreased in 1973 
but has increased steadily since then, and rep~esents a total 46.0 percent 
increase since 1972. Idaho's rate has increased by 41.7 percent since 1972; 
Hawaii's increased by 39.7 percent; and California's has increased by 20.7 
percent. 

, 
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INDEX CRIME RATES 

CITY OF PORTLAND COMPARED TO MAJOR WEST COAST CITIES 

A comparison of Index Crime rates (offenses per 100,000 population) in the 
years 1973 to 1975 inclusive for the Cities of Portland, Seattle, San Francisco, 
and Los Angeles is shown in Table 2.3. A comparison of percentage change in 
crime rates for several crime categories is shown for these cities which are 
indiv:l.dua1ly unique in terms of population, topography, area, climate and 
other characteristics. 

The percentage increases in crime rates (offenses per 100,000 population) for 
tbe City of Portland from 1973 to 1974 ranged from a low of +14.1% for the 
burglary rate to a high of +43.8% for the aggr~vated assault rate. The 
percentage differences in crime rates for the City of Portland from 1974 to 
1975 ranged from a decrease of 10.5% for the motor vehicle theft rate to an 
increase of 14.3% for the murder rate. The total Index Crime rate for Portland 
increased 18.4 percent in 1974 and 1.0 percent in 1975. 

The Violent Index Crime rate for the City of Portland was higher in 1975 
than that of Seattle, but less than San Francisco or Los Angeles while the 
Property ,Index Crime rate for the City of Portland was much larger than any of 
the other west coast cities. The high property crime rate offset the lower 
violent crime rate to give Portland its higher Index c.rime rate. The per­
centage changes between 1974 and 1975 for Total Index Crime rates, Violent Crime 
rates, and 'Property Crime rates for the four west coast cities are shown in 
Figures 2.5 - 2.7. 

., 
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TABLE 2.Ll INDEX CRH!JE RATES - PORTLAND AND MAJOR WEST COAST CITIES* 

TOTAL VIOLENT PROPERTY FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED MOTOR 
INDEX CRIME CRIME MURDER RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY VEHICLE 

CITY POPULATION RATE RATE RATE, RATE RATE RATE RATE RATE RATE RATE 

:PORTLAND 1973 385,600 9,431 782 8,649 8.3 49.8 385.4 338.2 3,109.4 4,570.5 '969.4 
1974 374.,600 11,162 1,080 10,082 11.2 71.3 511.5 486.4 3,548.6 5,425.3 1,108.1 

% Change -2.9% +18.4% +38.1% +16.6% +34.9% . +43.2% +32.7% +43.8% +14.1% +18.7% +14.3% 
1975 375,000 11,277 1,087 10,190 12.8 76.5 491.5 506.1 3,387.7 5,810.4 992.3 

% Change +0.1% + 1.0% + 0.6% + 1.1% +14.3% + 7.3% - 3.9% + 4.1% - 4.5% + 7.1% -10.5% 
SEATTLE 1973 515,000 7,820 565 7,255 10.5 53.6 330.5 170.9 2,509.9 4,018.6 726.2 

1974 507,000 9,079 706 8,373 10.8 62.3 402.6 229.8 2,804.5 4,794.5 774.6 
% Change -1.6% +16.1% +25.0% +15.4% + 2.9% +16.2% +21.8% +34.5% +11.7% +19.3% + 6.7% 
1975 503,500 9,158 789 8,369 10.3 64.3 417.7 296.3 2,586.1 5,055.0 728.1 

% Change -0.7% + 0.9% +11.8% - 0.05% - 4.6% + 3.2% + 3.8% +28.9% - 7.8% + 5.4% - 6.0% 
LOS ANGELES 1973 2,763,000 7,661 1,094 6,567 17.7 77 .7 496.1 502.6 2,487·5 2,974.4 1,105.1 

1974 2,745,300 7,852 1,110 6,742 17.5 71.8 495.8 524.8 2,451. 2 3,156.6 1,1·34.0 
% Change -0.6% + 2.5% + 1.5% + 2.7% + 1.1% - 7.6% - 0.04% + 4.4% - 1.5% + 6.1% + 2.6% 
1975 2,720,600 8,212 1,118 7,094 20.4 65.0 536.3 496.0 2,538.9 3,426.9 1,128.1 

% Change -0.9% + 4.6% + 0.7% + 5.2% +16.6% - 9.5% + 8.2% - 5.5% + 3.6% + 8.6% - 0.5% 
SAN FRANCISCO 1973 687,200 8,369 1,181 7,188 15.6 78.6 701.0 385.6 2,236.0 3,592.8 1,359.0 

1974 675,600 8,276 1,139 . 7,137 20.6 64.2 656.6 397.3 2,090.7 3,795.7 1,250.6 
% Change -1. 7% - 1.1% - 3.6% - 0.7% +32.1% -18.3% - 6.3% + 3.0% - 6.5% + 5.6% - 8.0% 

1975 671,100 9,614 1,361 8,253 20.6 81.5 847.4 412.0 2,608.4 4,361.5 1,282.4 
% Change -0.7% +16.2% +19.5% +15.6% +26.9% +29.1% + 3.7% +24.8% +14.9% + 2.5% 

*OFFENSE DATA FROM FBI ANNUAL UNIFORlVl CRIME REpORTS 1974 AND PRELIMINARY RELEASE MARCI-I26, 1976. 
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FIGURE 2.5 CHANGE IN INDEX CRIME RATE 1974-1975 
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SECTION 3 

STATEWIDE OFFENSE AND ARREST DATA 

INTRODUCTION 

This section presents the number of criminal offenses and arrests at the 
statewide level. lbe statistics presented represent the aggregate of all 
reporting agencies within the State. The data is presented in the 
following seven subsections: 

1. Index Crimes 

2. Violent Index Crimes 
- Murder 
- Forcible Rape 
- Robbery 
- Aggravated Assault 

3. Property Index Crimes 
- Burglary 
- Larceny 
- Motor Vehicle Theft 

4. Part II Offenses 

5. Arrest Data for ,):',art I and II Offenses 

6. Drug Abuse Arrests 

7. Data Concerning Assaults Against Police Officers 

INDEX CRIHE 

There were 152,477 Index offenses reported by police agencies in 1975 - an 
increase of 7.7 percent over 1974. Of the 152,477 Index offenses, 10,011 or 6.6 

17 

percent were violent offenses (murder, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated c 

assault) and 142,466 or 93.4 percent were property offenses (burglary, larceny, 
motor vehicle theft). 

Larceny accounted for 58.2 percent of all Index offenses, as depicted in Figure 
2.1 with burglary second at 28.4 percent. Aggravated assault accounted for 
4.0 percent of the total Index offenses, but represents 61.7 percent of the 
total violent offenses. Murder represented the lowest percentage. (0,08%) in 
1975. 

The Index Crime rate (offenses per 100,000 popula.tion) was 6,197 per 100,000 
in 1975 - an increase of 6.2 percent over 1974 as presented in Table 3.1. 
The highest increase in Index Crime rate was in aggravated assault (+35.1% 
over 1974). The arrest rate (per 100,000 popUlation) for aggravated assault 
increased by 62.6 perc'ent over 1974, while the clearance rate remained rel.ative-
1y stable. 

I 
! 
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TheJ:'e were 28,511 ar.rests in 1975 for Index offenses of which 3,524 or 12.4 
percent were for violent offenses and 24,987 or 87.6 percent were for pro­
peJ:'ty offenses. The highest numbeJ:' of arrests was for larceny (57.6 of the 
total arrests for Index Crimes). 

Of the 152,477 Index offenses, 28,0J.3 or 18.4 percent were cleared. The 
clearance rate for violent crimes was 41.3 percent; the clearance rate for pro­
perty crimes was 16.8 percent. The highest clearance rate was for murder 
(85.6%) with the next highest being for aggravated assault (47.3%). 

Larceny 
58.21% 

Property: 
C · ••• rune 

Burglary 
28.36% 

Violent ••• • 
Crime 

Aggravated Assau1t----~ 
4.05% 

FIGURE 3.1 - INDEX OFFENSES - 1975 
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 

II 

" 

-r--_ Motor Vehicle Theft 
6.87% 

Murder 0.08% 

Rape 0.48% 

Robbery 1. 95% 

Ii 



TYPE OF OFFENSE YEAR 

MURDER 1975 
1974 

FORCIBLE 1975 
RAPE 1974 

ROBBERY 1975 
1974 

. AGGRAVATED 1975 
ASSAULT 1974 

VIOLENT 1975 
CRIME 1974 

BURGLARY 1975 
1974 

LARCENY 1975 
1974 

MOTOR VEHICLE 1975 
THEFT 1974 

PROPERTY 1975 
CRIME 1974 

'. ,-
TOTAL 1975 

1974 

TABLE 3.1 - INDEX OFFENSES, ARRESTS, AND CLEARANCES 
1974 and 1975 

NUMBER RATE PER NUMBER RATE PER 
OF 100,000 PERCENT OF 100,000 
OFFENSES POPULATION CHANGE ARRESTS POPULATION 

125 5.5 --- 129 5.6 
125 5.5 95 4.2 

739 32.1 - 0.6% 223 9.7 
733 ·32.2 269 11.9 

2,974 129.4 - 1.0% 814 35.4 
2,962 130.7 814 35.9 

6,173 268.5 + 35.1% 2,358 102.6 
4,502 198.7 1,430 p3.1 

10,011 435.0 + 18.5% 3,524 153.0 
8,322 367.0 2,548 112.0 

43,235 1,880.6 + 3.7% 6,264 272.5 
41,093 1,813.5 5,973 263.6 

88,761 3,860.9 + 7.1% 16,434 714.8 
81,654 3,603.4 15,051 664.2 

10,470 455.4 - 1.5% 2,289 99.6 
10,475 462.3 2,352 103.8 

I 

142,466 6,197.0 + 5.4% 24,987 1,087.0 
133,222 5,879.0 23,376 1,032.0 

152,477 .6,632.0 + 6.2% 28,511 1,240.0 
141,544 6,246.0 25,924 1,144.0 

NUMBER PERCENT OF 
PERCENT OF OFFENSES 
CHANGE CLEARANCES eLEARED 

:1 
{./,i 

+ 3'3'.3% 107 85.6% 
97 78.0% 

- 18.5% 319 . 43.2% 
287 39.2% 

- 1.4% 789 26.5% 
656 22.2% 

+ 62.6% 2,922 47.3% 
2,112 46.9% 

+ 36.6% 4,137 41.3% 
3,152 37.9% 

+ 3.4% 7,205 16.7% 
5,974 14.5% 

+ 7.6% 14,714 16.6% 
13,390 16.4% 

- 4.0% 1,965 '18.8% 
2,016 19.3% 

+ 5.3% [ 23,884 16.8% 
21.380 16.1% 

+ 8.4% 28,021 18.4% 
24,532 17.3% 
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.VIOLE1~T INDEX CRIME 

The number of violent offenses and clearances for 1975 are depicted in Figure 
3.2 by the month in which they were reported along with the number of offenses 
in 1974. With the ex-ception of March, there was a gradual increase in the number of 
o£fense~l to a peak in August, thf.').'\ a slight decrease through December. The 
number of clearances gradually'increased to a peak in June arid then decreased 
slightly through December. 

r JOffenses - lS74 
1,00 Offenses ~ 1975 

f;1./7lZIlIA Clearances - 1975 

50 

Jan Feb Mar Apr 11ay June July Aug Sept Oct Nov 

FIGUlill 3.2 VIOLENT INDEX OFFENSES AND CLEARANCES 

Murder 

Ther~ wete 125 murders reported by the police in 1975. This represents 
0.1 percent of the total Index Crimes and 1.3 percent of Violent Crimes. 
The clearance rate of 85.6 percent is the highest rate among the Index 
Crimes. 

Reporting of murder under the UCR system includes a supplementary report 
submitted by the reporting police agencies and includes such information 

Dec 

as age, sex., and race of the victim; weapon used to coinmit the offense; and 
circumstances or motive which led to the commission of the offense. Infor­
mation COncerning 125 murders was reported on these supplemental homicide 
repotts and is illustrated in the follQwingfigures and tables. 
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The number of murders by type of weapon used ls shown in Figure 3. 3 ~., Of the 
125 murders reported, 40 (32.0 percent) were committed using a handgun; 24 
(19.2 percent) were. by'a rifle; and 5 (4.0 percent) by a shotgun. The 
tot.alnumber of murders committed using a firearm was 69 (55.2 percent) of 
the totaL The remaining 56 (44.8 percent) was committed using the following 
methods: Knife - 19 (15.2 percent);; blul1Lt instrument - 6 (4.8 percent); 
personal weapon (hands, fists,feet, etc.) -7 (5.6 percent); arson - 12 
(9.6 percent); strangulation - 5 (4.0 percent.); and all other types - 7 
(5.6 percent). 

40 

24 

19 

r 
12 

6 
7 7 5 5 

; FIGURE 3.3 MURDERS BY TYP;E OF WEAPON USED 

The number of murder victims are presented in Table 3.2 by various age groupings, 
s~xJ and race. Of the total number of victims," 8.8 percent were under 18 
years of age, 16.8 percent were 18 to 24 yeax:s of age, and the majority (7,4.4%) 
were 25 years of age or older. Male victims 'accounted for 68.8 percent of'the 
total with the remaining 3L2 percent being feJIia.le. The distribution of the 
race of these victims was: 84. 8 percent White~ 8,.8 percent ,Negro, 4.0 percent 
Indian, and 2.4 percent were Mexican-:/unericanand other races. 

.21 

Compared to the total population crime rate of 5.5 murders per 100,000 residen.ts, 
the murder rate fox' the male population was 7.6 per 100,000 male resid~nts while 
the murder rate for females'was 3.3 per 100,000 female residents. 



22 .1'ABLE 3.2 

MUR1}ER VICl'IHS BY AGE, SEX.AND RACE 

T 

iN! 
-.::t . 

,:'.-~ 

I' 

f~' 

'" 

'I 

No. of Percent 
Age Victims Distribution 

10-under 6 4.8% , 

,. 

11-12 2 1.6% 
I 

13-14" 

15 1 0.8% 

16 

17 2 1. 6% 

18 4 3.2%. 

19 3 2.4% 

20 2 1.6% 

21 1 0.8% 

22 5 4.0% 

23 3 2.4% 

24 , 3 2.4% 

25-29 17 13.6% 

30-34 11 8.8% 

35-3.9 12 9.6% 

40-44 9 7.2% 

1~5-49 
6 ,~ .8% 

50-54 7 5.6% 

55-59. 10 8.0% 
-

60-64 5 4.0% 

65-over 14 11.2% 
.' . 

. Unknown 2 1.6% 

TOl'.l\L 125 100.0% - -" 

Percent ~ 

Dis t:ribution - Victims 

Percent 
Distr~bution - PopuLation 

Male 

2 

1 

1: 

4 

2 

1 

3 

3 

1 

10 

9 

-8 

7 

5 

5 

7 

4 

11 

2 

86 

68.8% 

49.0% 

*Based on'percentages of 1970 census'popu1ation 

Sex 
Female White 

4 5 

1 2 

1 1 

1 2 

4 

1 3 

1 1 

1 1 

2 4 

3 

2 2 

7 12 

2 6 

4 12 

3 8 

1 4 

2 7 

3 9 

1 5 

3 13 

2 

39 106 

31.2% 84.8% 

51.0% 97.2% 

Race \i 
Negro Indian Other 

1 

. 

1 

1 

1 

3 2 

5 

1 

1 1 

1 

1 

11 5 3 

8.8% 4.0% 2.4% 

1. 3/~ 0.6% 0.9% 



Figure 3.4 depicts the number of murders and percent distributions by type 
of circumstances. Twenty-nine murders involved famiiy relations (spouse,. 
parent/child, brother/sister, etc.) and accounted for 23.2 percent; persons 
involved in lovers quarrels and other arguments, 31.2 percent; persOnS involved 
in committing or suspected of committing a felony, 30.4 percent; and unknown 
circumstances, 15.2 percent. 

29 29 

19 
, 

* 
12 

13 
10 

9 

4 

, " ~" " " " 

FIGURE 3.4 - MURDERS BY TYPE OF CIRCUMSTANCES 

23. 
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Forcible Rape 

There were 739 forcible rape~ offenses (which include attempts) reported in 
1975 which represent 0.5 percent of all Index Crimes and 7.4 percent of all 
Violent Index Crimes. The clearance rate of 43.2 percent is among the highest 
rates for Inde:x: Crime. 

The number of forcible rape offenses and clearances for 1975 are depicted in 
Figure 3.5 by the month in which they were reported along with the number of 
offenses in 1974. Despite a drop in February, the numbe~ of offenses increased 
steadily from January to a peak in July - then decreased through the end of 
the year. The month-to-month variations show some similarity for both years. 
There were 8 percent more offenses reported during the last six months than the 
first six months of the year. The clearance rates by month indicate a slightly 
different pattern with a decrease from the first of the year to a low in April, 
then increasing to a peak in October. The pattern is similar to offenses but 
seems to be running about three months behind. This could indicate, for example, 
that the offenses occurring in July are being cleared approximately three months 
later. 

50 

25 
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~!!!!IOffenses - 1974 
:: Offenses - 1975 
EQ2Y~Clearances - 1975 

Feb Mar Apr Hay June July Aug Sept Oct 

FIGURE 3.5 - FORCIBLE RAPE OFFENSES AND CLEARANCES 

Nov Dec 

Of the 739 forcible rape offenses reported in 1975, 557 (75.4 percent) were rape 
by force and 1~2 (24.6 pe~cent) were attempted forcible rape as illustrated in 
Table 3.3. The clearance rate for rape by force was 44.7 percent and was 16 
percent higher than the clearance rate for attempted forcible rape. The rates 
per 100,000 population are based on total population {male and female). 



Using estimated female population. figures for 1975, the rate per 100,000 
for rape by force was 47.5 percent with the rat~ for attempted forcible rape 
at 15.5. The total rate. per 100,000 female residents was 63.0. Assuming 
one victim/one offense, one out of 2,105 female residents was a victim of rape 
by force - a 1.8 percent decrease from 1974; one out of 6,452 female residents 
was a victim of an attempt to commit rape - this was an 8.3 percent increase 
over 1974. In total, one out of every 1,587 female residents was a victim of 
a rape offense - a decrease of 0.6 percent from 1974. 

TABLE 3.3 - FORCIBLE RAPE OFFENSES AND CLEARANCES - 1975 

COLUMN A COLUMN B 
RATE RATE PER 

NUMBER OF PER 100,000 

25 

TYPE KNOWN PERCENT NUMBER OF PERCENT 100,000 FEMALE* CHANGE 
OFFENSES I?ISTRIBUTION CLEARANCES CLEARED POPULATION POPULATION 1974-1975 

Rape by Force 557 75.4% 249 44.7% 24.2 47.5 -1.8% 

Attempted 
Forcible Rape 182 24.6% 70 38.5% 7.9 15.5 +8.3% 

Totals 739 100.0% 319 43.2% 32.1 63.0 -0.6% 

*Using 1975 estimated population figure of 2,299,000 and applying percentages 
of male/female residents from 1970 census. 
(Male 49%, female 51%) 

Robbery: 

There were 2,974 robbery offenses in 1975 which represent 2.0 percent of all 
Index Crimes and 29.7 percent of all Violent Index Crimes. The clearance 
rate for robbery was 26.5 percent in 1975. 

The number of robbery offenses and clearances for 1975 are depicted in Figure 
3.6 by the month in which they were reported along with the number of offenses 
in 1974. The pattern for robbery seems to be somewhat differ~nt than that for 
forcible rape and total violent crimes. The number of offenses were high in 
February, decreased tht'ough the summer months, and then showed an increase 
to December. The last six months show a 3.4 percent increase over the first 
six months. The clearance rates show a small peak in March and a gradual decrease 
throllgh the end of the year (just the opposite of the pat'tern for offenses). 
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FIGURE 3.6 - ROBBERY OFFENSES AND CLEARANCES 

The number of robpery offenses by type of weapon used is illustrated in Table 
3.4. Robberies involving the use of firearms accounted for 1,279 offenses 
or 43.1 percent uf the total. The use of the weapon (firearms~ knife, other) 
accounted for 1,712 offenses or 51.6 percent of the total. The remaining 
1,262 offenses or 42.4 percent were committed by strong-arm tactics. The 
highest clearance rate was 30.6 percent for offenses involving a firearm. 

TABLE 3.4 - ROBBERY PFFENSES ANDCLEABANCES 
- 1975 -

BY WEAPON USED 

TYPE OF WEAPON NUtv1BER OF PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 
OFFENSES DISTRIBUTION CLEARED CLEARED 

Firearms 1,279 43.1% 391 30.6% 

Knife or Cutting 286 9.6% 85 29.7% 
!, Instrument' 

Other Dangerous 147 4.9% 30 20.4% 
Weapons 

Strong Arm (hands, 1~262 42.4% 283 22.4% 
feet, fists, ect.) 

TOTALS 2,974 100.0% 789 26.5% 



The number of robbery offenses by the place of occurrence is il~ustrated in 
Table 3.5. Of the total 2,974 offenses, 64 (2.2 percent) were committed in 
banking institutions, 197 (6.6 percent) at gas stations , 244 (8 ~ 2 percent) 
in residences, 410 (13.8 percent) in chain stores, 368 (12.4 percent) in 
commercial businesses, 696 (23.4 percent) occurring on the highway (streets, 
alleys, etc.) and 995 (33.4 percent) at other locations. 

The total value of property reported stolen in robberies was $831,045 with the 
highest value reported in bank robberies ($180,947). The mean value pernffense 
was $279 with the highest mean value per offense category of $2,827 for bank 
robberies. Relating the number of offenses to the number of types of businesses 
and residential units yields perhaps a more meaningful crime rate than that of 
rate per population. The rate per 1,000 residential units was 0.3; the rate 
per 1,000 banking institutions was 96.8; and the rate per 1,000 gas stations 
was highest at 103.8 (slighLly more than one out of every ten). 

TABLE 3.5 ROBBERY OFFENSES 
BY PLACE OF OCCURRENCE 

TYPE OF NUMBER OF· PERCENT TOTAL VALUE OF MEAN VALUE 
LOCATION OFFENSES DISTRIBUTION PROPERTY STOLEN PER OFFENSE 

..... _. __ .. .., 
Highway (street, 696 23.4% $119,759 $ 172 
alley, etc.) 

Commercial house 368 12.4% 110,029 298 

Gas station 197 6.6% 64,654 328 

Chain store 410 13.8% 49,624 121 

Residence 244 8.2% 130,734 535 

Banking 64 2.2% 180,947 2,827 
Institutions 

Miscellaneous 995 33.4% 175,298 176 

TOTAL 2,974 100.0% $831,045 $ 279 

Aggravated Assault 

The number of aggravated assault offenses reported in 1975 was 6,173. This 
represents 4.0 percent of all Index Crimes and 61.1 percent of all Violent 
Index Crimes. Aggravated assault has one of the highest clearance rates 
(47.3 percent) of all Index Crimes. 

27 
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The number of aggravated assault offenses and clearances for 1975 are depicted 
in Figure 3.7 by the month in which they were reported, and includes the number 
of offenses in 1974. The number of offenses'showed an increase from the first 
of the year to a peak in August and then decreased through the end of the year. 
The pattern is unlike that of robbery, but is similar to that of forcible rape 
in 1975 and aggr.~vated assault in 1974. There was a 7.0 percent increase in 
the last six mo~ths over the first six months. The clearance rate follows a 
similar pat terr..! except for the peak occurring in June. 

I Offenses - 1974 !!!! Offenses - 1975 
600 ~L2?2/r?a Clearances - 1975 

300 

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec 

FIGURE 3.7 - AGGRAVATED ASSAULT OFFENSES AND CLEARANCES 

The percent distribution of aggravated assault offenses by type of weapon 
used is depicted below in Figure 3.8. Of the total offenses known to the 
police in 1975, 54.3 percent were committed by the use of hands, fists, feet, 
etc. and 45.7 percent were by the use of a d~ngerous weapon. 

Firearm-- I 
Knife or cutting-~ 

instrument 

54.3% 

15.2%. 

L -Hands, fists, feet, etc. 
Other dangerous weapon 

FIGURE 3.U AGGRAVA'rED ASSAULT HY TYPE OE'WEAPON 
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PROPERTY INDEX CRIME 

The number of property offenses and clearances for 1975 are' depicted in 
Figure 3.9 by the month in which they were reported, along with the number 
of offenses in 1974. The lowest number of offenses were reported for the months 
of February, April, and May. 'the highest number of offenses were reported 
for the month of December with the second highest number in March. The highest 
number of offenses cleared was reported in June. 

10,00 

5,00 

I Offen'~es - 1974 !!!!!! Offer.ses - 1975 
~//J1p1~ Clearances ~ 1975 

Jan Feb I:vIar Apr Hay June July .Aug Sept Oct NoV Dec. 

FIGURE 3.9 - INDEX PROPERTY OFFENSES AND CLEARANCES 

Burglary 

There were 4.3,235 "burglary offenses in 1975. This represents ~8.4 pe.rcent of 
all Index Crime and 30.3 percent of the Property Index Crime. The c1eara.nce 
rate fo~ burglary is one of the lowest (16.7 percent) of the Inc.iex Crin~es ~ 

29 
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The number of burglary offe.nses and clearances 'for 1975 are depicted in 
Figure 3.10 by the month in which they were reported. The pattern of 
burglary is similar to that of robbery in that the number of offenses is 
highest in January, February, and December. There is a slight decrease from 
the first of the year to a low in August, then increasing through the end 
of the year. The clearance rates run the highest in May and June and remain 
relatively stable duri~g the other months. The number of residential and . 
commercial burglaries, examined by the month, exhibit similar patterns. 

I 1 Offenses 
wmzm Clearances 

4000 

2000 

Jan. Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec 

FIGURE 3.10 - BURGLARY OFFENSES AND CLEARANCES 

The number of burglary offenses by tCl;r'get location and time of day are illustrat­
ed in Table 3.6. Residential burglaries accounted for 64 percent of the tot~l 
with non-residential bu~glaries accounting for the remaining 36 percent. Of 
the total residential offenses reported, 29.7 percent occurred at night 
(6;OOPM-6:00AM); 31.7 percent in the day (6:00AM-6:00PM); and 38.6 percent at 
an unknown time. Of the total non-residential burglaries, 53.4 percent occurred 
at night; 8.5 percent in the day; and 38.1 percent at an unknown time. 

The total reported value of property reported stolen by burglary was $15,434,332. 
Of this total, $10,444,207 or 68 percent of the value was taken from residences 
and $4,990,125 or 32 percent from commercial businesses. 

The number of burglary offenses are presented in Table 3.7 by type of entry. 
Of the offenses reported, 59.9 percent were by forcible entry. The clearance 
rate of 12.9 percent for attempted forcible entry is the lowest among Index 
Crimes. 

The number of forcible entry offenses increased by 6.7 percent over 1974; un­
lawful entr;y (no force) increased by 2.8 percent; and attempted forcible entry 
increased by 14.1 percent. 
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TABLE 3.6 BURGLARY - 1975 
, 

~I TARGET LOCATION BY TIME OF DAY 
~. 

NUMBER OF PERCENT TOTAL VALUE OF MEAN VALUE 
CLASSIFICATION OFFENSES DISTRIBUTION PROPERTY STOLEN PER OFFENSE 

Residence (27,520) (64%) $10,444,207 $ 379 

Night (6p .m.-6a.m.) 8,176 19% 

Day (6a.m.-6p .m.) 8,715 20% 

Unknown 10,629 25% 

Non-Residence (15,715) (36%) .4,990,125 $ 317 
(Connnercial) 

Night (6p. m. -6a.m.) 8,385 19% 

Day (6a.m.-6p.m.) 1,.338 3% 

Unknown 5,992 14% 

---
TOTAL (43,235) (100%) $15,434,332 $ 356 

TABLE 3. 7 - BURGLARY OFFENSES 
AND CLEARANCES - 1975 

BY TYPE OF ENTRY 

NUMBER OF PERCENT PERCENT 
TYPE OF ENTRY OFFENSES DISTRIBUTION CLEARED CLEARED 

Forcible Entry 25,894 59.9% 4,593 17.8% 

Unlawful Entry 14,294 33.1% 2,221 15.6% 
(no force) 

Attempted Forcible 3,047 7.0% 391 12.9% 
Entry 

TOTALS 43,235 100.0% 7,205 16.8% 

!J 
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Larceny 

There were 88,761 larceny offenses in 1975. This represents 58.2 percent 
of all IndeJ<; Crime and 62 • .3 percent of Property Index Crime. The clearance 
rate for larceny is the lowest (16.6 percent) of the Index. Crimes. 

The number of larceny offenses and clearances for 1975 are depicted in Figure 
3.11 by the month in which they were reported and includes the number of offenses 
in 1974. The pattern ~s similar to that of violent crimes in that with the 
exception of the high numbers in January and March, there is a continual in­
crease fr.om the first of the year to a peak in August and then a slight 
decrease through November, then increasing again in December. The clearances 
remained fairly stable throughout the year. It was found, from separate 
examination of each of the nine breakdowns in larceny reporting, that the 
greatest increase in type of larceny was in the number of thefts of articles 
from motor veh~c1es in December and January. 
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FIGURE 3.11 - LARCENY OFFENSES AND CLEARANCES 

Nov Dec 

The number o~ larceny offenses by type is illustrated in Table 308. Of the 
total, thefts of articles from motor vehicles accounted for 25.6 percent. 
This category together with thefts of motor vehicle parts and accessories 
accounted for 39.7 percent of the total. The total reported value of property 
stolen by larceny was $14,295,856. Of this total, $4,107,664 (29 percent 
of the pl;'pperty value) was taken from motor vehicles, $3,040,282 (21 percent) 
was taken from buildings, and $4,457,874 (31 percent) was from other or 
miscellaneous locations and types. 



IABLE 3.8 - LARCENY OFFENSES - 1975 
BY TYPE 

\\ 

,NUMBER OF PERCENT TOTAL VALUE OF MEAN VALUE 
CLASSIFICATION OFFENSES DISTRIBUTION PROPERTY STOLEN PER OFFENSE 

Pocket-picking 395 

Purse Snatching 7B9 

Shoplifting 9,794 

From MOtor Vehicles 22,660 

Motor Vehicle Parts 
and Accessories 12,551 

Bicycles 11,241 

From Buildings 15,444 

From Coin-op Machines 795 

All Other 15,092 

TOTALS 88,761 

AMOUNT OF 
PROPERTY STOLEN 

$200 and over 

$50 to $200 

Under $50 

MOtor Vehicle Theft 

0.4% 

0.9% 

11.0% 

25.6% 

14.1% 

12.7% 

17.4% 

0.9% 

17.0% 

100.0% 

NUMBER OF 
OFF 

15,690 

31,464 

41,607 

$ 40,013 $ 101 

56,978 72 

298,171 30 

4,107,66,4 181 

1,347,093 107 

906,326 80 

3,040,282 196 

41,455 52 

4,457,874 295 

$1[f,295,857 $161 

PERCENT 

17.7% 

35.4% 

46.9% 

There were 10,470 motor vehicle thefts in 1975. Thisreprese'llts 6.9 percent 
of all Index Crimes and 7.3 percent of Property Index Criro.es. The clearance 
rate is one of the lowest, (18.8%) of the ;I:ndex Crimes. 

The number of motor vehicle theft offenses and clearances for 1975 are depicted 
in Figure 3.12 by the month in whi,ch they were reported and includes the number 
of offenses in'1974. Offense counts by month resembles those of larceny and 
Violent Index Crimes. 

The highest number of offenses were reported in March with the 
August.' . The lowest number of offenses were reported in April. 
fluctuation month-to-month in the number of offenses cleared -
being reported in September. 

second highest in 
There is little 

the highest number 
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FIGURE 3.12 - MOTOR VEHICLE THEFTS AND CLEARANCES 

The number of motor vehicle thefts are broken down by type incl!.~ding the 
rate per 1,000 registered vehicles in 1975 as presented in Table 3'.9. 
There were 8,077 automobiles reported, stolen in 1975 - a 2.2 percent decrease 
from 1974. Automobiles sto1en1represent 77.1 percent of the total motor 
vehicles stolen. There were 1,026 buses and trucks reported stolen in 1975 -
an increase of 34.8 percent over 1974 and representing 9.8 percent of the total. 
There were 1,367 other types of motor vehicles (includes snowmobiles, motor­
cycles, etc.) reported stolen in 1975 - a decrease of 6.0'percent from 1974 
and represents 13.1 percent of the total. 

The offense rate per 1,000 registered motor vehicles in 1975 was 3.8 with the 
highest rate being 6.4 for "other types ll

• This rate for snowmobiles, motor­
cycles, etc., was almost twice that of automobiles. 

Of the 10,470 stolen motor vehicles in 1975, 8,209 or 78 percent had been 
reported as recovered by the end of 1975. Of the total stolen, 6,160 or 59 
percent were recovered by the agency that reported them stolen and 2,049 or 
19 percent were- recovered by other agencies. 

TYPE 

.Automobi1es 
Trucks/Buses 

. Other 

Total 

TABLE 3.9 - MOTOR VEHICLE THEFTS BY TYPE 

NUMBER OF OFFENSES 
1974 1975 

8,260 
761 

1,454 

10,475 

8,077 
1,026 
1,367 

10,470 

1974~75 
CHANGE 

- 2.2% 
+34.8% 
- 6.0% 

RATES PER 1,000 
REGISTERED 
VEHICLES * 
3.5 
5.7 
6.4 

3.8 

*Compi1ed byLaw Enforcement Data System (LEDS) from Hotor'Vehicle Department 
data dated 1/26/76. 
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STOLEN P1WPERTY AND LOSS VALUE 

The total value of property stolen in the commissic.ln of. Index offenses 
in 1975 was reported at $45,578,Q30 as pl:'esented i~~ .Table 3.10. Of this 
total, $13,855,779 in value (30.4% of the value st<;l,len) was recovered. 

The highest value of stolen property was $15,837,16;7 for stolen motor 
vehicles which accounted for 34.7 percent of the total stolen valU:e and has, . 
by far, the highest recovery rate of 68.3 percent. 

TABLE 3.10 TYPE AND VALUE OF PROPERTY 
STOLEN AND RECOVERED - 1975 

(Index Offenses) 

PERCENT VALUE PERCENT 
TYPE VALUE STOLEN DISTRIBUl!ION RECOVERED RECOVERED 

Currency, Notes, Etc. $ 3,785,466 '"8.3% $ 267,936 7.1% 
t" 

Jewelry, Pr~cious Metals 2,719,414 6.0% 289 ,.7.l.3~ ,10.7% 

Clothing, Furs 925,041 2.0% 99,402 10.7% 

Motor Vehicles 15,837,167 34.7% 10,824,096 68.3% 

Office Equipment 561,179 1.2% 49,561 8.8% 

T.Vq Radio, Stereo, Etc. 5,723,766 12.6% 422~118 7.4% 
'.;-

Firearms 1,104,296 2.4% 126,650 11.5% 

Household Goods 1,246,003 2.7% 87,641 7.0% 

Consumable 508,944 1.1% 52,753 10.4% 

Livestock 145,752 0.3% 26,740 18.3% 

Miscellaneous 13,021,002 28.7% 1,609,169. 12,4% 

,TOTALS $45,578,030 100.0% $13,855,779 30.4% 

The value of property s~Jlen is derived from the value amounts associated •. 
with robbery, burglary, larceny, and motor vehicle theft offens~s. As 
depicted by Figure 3.13, 33.3 percent of the total value of stolen pr.operty 
was related to burglary; 33.3 percent related to motor vehicle theft; 31.-6 
p'7~.cent related to ,larceny; and 1. 8 percent of the total was related to robbery. 
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BURGLARY 

33.3% 

LARCENY 

31.6% 

FIGURE 3.13 

MOTOR VEHICLE 
THEFT 

33.3% 

1.8% 

PERCENT OF VALUE OF STOLEN 
PROPERTY INDEX CRIME 

TOTAL OFFENSES - INDEX AND PA...S.~ II 

The number of Index and Part II offenses il;; 1975 reported to the OUCR 
program are shown in Table 3.11. 

A total of 273,720 Index and Part II offenses were reported by the police 
in 1975. Of this total, 152,477 or 55.7 percent were Index offenses and 
121,243 or 44.3 percent were Part II. The highest percentages of the total 
were~ Larceny, 32.43%; Burglary, 15.80%; and Vandalism, 11.42%. Combined. 
these three offenses represent 59.65% of the total Index and Part II offenses 
reported. Vandalism, which represe~ts a substantial percentage of the total 
number of offenses, accounted for 25.78% of the Part II total and is among 
several others which are examined in detail further in this section. 



TABLE 3.11 - INDEX AND PART II OFFENSES 

CRIME INDEX OFFENSES 

MURDER 
RAPE 
ROBBERY 
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 
BURGLARY 
LARCENY-THEFT 
MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 

INDEX TOTAL 

PART II OFFENSES ** 

SIMPLE ASSAUL~ 
ARSON 
FORGERY-COUNTERFEIT 
FNAUD 
KMBEZZLEMENT 
STOLEN PROPERTY 
VANDALISM 
WEAPONS 
PROSTITUTION 
OTHER SEX OFFENSES 
DRUG,_ ABUSE TOTAL 

Narcotic 
Marijuana 
Synthetic 
Other J?angerous Drugs 

GAMBLING 
OFFENSES AGAINST FAMILY 
DUlL 
LIQUOR UJilS 
DRUNKENNESS 
DISORDERLY CONDUCT 
VAGRANCY 
ALL OTHER OFFENSES 

(except traffic)­
CURFEW 
RUNAWAY 

PART II TOTAL 

GRAND TOTAL 

JB:~uary Thru 
December 1975 

125 
739 

2,974 
6,173 

43,235 
88,761 
10,470 

152,477 

6,274 
1,092 
1,598 
5,825 

122 
265 

31,261 
1,284 

511 
2,507 
8,524 

( 561) 
(.6,624) 
( 103) 
( 1.236) 

76 
761 

18,556 
5,471 
1,564 
4,363 

188 
18,676 

1,502 
10,823 

121,243 

273,720 

January Thru 
December 1974 

125 
733 

2,962 . 
4,502 

41,093 
81,654 
10,475 

141,5l~4 

1975 
Percen.t 
Distribution 

0.05% 
.0.27% 
1.09% 
2.26% 

15.80% 
32.43% 
3.83% 

(55. 7%) 

2.29% 
0 ... 40% 
0.58% 
2.13% 
0.04% 
0.10% 

11.42% 
0.47% 
0.19% 
0.92% 
3.11% 

0.03% 
0.28% 
6.78% 
2.00% 
0.57% 
1.59% 
0.07% 
6.82% 

0.55% 
3. 95~~ 

(44. 3%) 

100.,00% 

**P.art II offenses are not ava.i1ab1e for 1974 and the Part II data listed for 
1975 does not include Eugene and Springfield Police. Departments. 

. :I 
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Table 3.12 illustrates the Part II offenses involving a loss of property. 
Per the footnote at the bottom of the table, property loss values were 
not available from all of the participating agencies. The loss values 
are therefore lower than actual for the number of offenses reported. 
Those values are presented to illustrate the relative seriousness with 
other offenses. As depicted, the loss of property resulting from vandalism 
was over $1.8 million - a quite substantial loss to property indicating 
that vandalism is a serious problem. Arson, too, represents a serious 
problem with loss of property at over 3/4 of $1 million. 

TABLE 3.12 - PART II OFFENSES INVOLVING PROPERTY VALUES - 1975 

*Number of 
Reported 
Offenses 

1,092 

1,598 

5,825 

122 

265 

31,261 

18,676 

58,839 

**Adjusted Number 
of Offenses 

775 

1,167 

4,621 

57 

232 

23,802 

16,180 

46,834 

Category 

Arson 

Forgery/Counterfeit 

Fraud (includes bad checks) 

Embezzlement 

Stolen Property 
(Buying, Receiving & 
Possessing) 

**Stolen or 
Loss Values 

$ 777,599 

135,742 

428,575 

41,810 

8,681 

Vandalism 1,817,216 

All Other (except traffic) 29,517 

Part II Property Totals $3,239,140 

*Doe,s not include Eugene and Springfield Police Departments. 
**Does not include Eugene, Springfield, or Portland Police Departments. 

SELECTED PART II OFFENSES 

The following additional information concerning selecte4 Part II offenses was 
reported in 1975 as a result of the new incident-reporting system under the 
Oregon,UCR program. 

The monthly figures througlPut this subsection depict the number of offenses 
reported by police agencies exclusive of Eugene and Springfield Police Depart­
ments. The offense breakdown tables are exclusive of Eugene, Springfield and 
Portland PQlice Departments and the Multnomah County Sheriff's Office. 



Arson 

The number of arson offenses reported in 1975 are depicted in Figure 3.14 by 
the month in which they were reported. The pattern is somewhat similar to 
that of Violent Index Crimes in that there is a gradual increase from the 

39 

first of the year to a peak in the summer months, then decreasing through the 
end of the year. The high increase in the summer months is as expected 
considering that most of the arrests for arson are juveniles, with a substantial 
number under the age of 10. 

100 

5 

Jan Feb Mar Apr M:w Jun Ju1 Aug ~p Oct Nov Dec 

FIGURE 3.14- ARSON OFFENSES BY MONTH 

Forgery - Counterfeiting 

The number of forgery and counterfeiting offenses reported in 1975 are depicted 
in Figure 3.15 by the month in which they were reported. The month-to-month 
fluctuations are quite erratic with the highest number of offenses reported in 
September and the second highest in December. January, May, and November were 
all lower, in number of offenses, than the mean average for the year. 
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FIGURE 3.15 - FORGERY/COUNTERFEITING 
OFFENSES BY HONTH 

Further examination of this offense category reveals that of the 957 offenses 
reported, 935 (97.7 percent) were forgery and 22 (2.3 percent) were counterfeiting 
as illustrated in Table 3.13. Of the total, 794, (83.0 percent) involved checks 
(99.9% were check forgeries; 0.1% were counterfeiting) and 77 (8.0 percent) were 
credit cards (98.7% were credit card forgeries or alterations). Of the twenty­
five offenses involving currency, 76 percent was counterfeiting. 

TYPE 

Checks 

Credit Cards 

Currency 

Other 

TOTAL 

Percent 
Distribution 

'IABLE 3.13 FORGERY/COUNTERFEITING 
.OFFENSES BY TYPE - 1975 * 

(957 offenses) 

NUMBER OF OFFENSES 
FORGERY COUNTERFEITING TOTAL 

793 1 794 

76 1 77 

6 19 25 

60 1 61 

935 22 957 

97.7% 2.3% 100% 

PERCENT 
DISTRIBUTION 

83.0% 

8.0% 

2.6% 

6.4% 

100.0% 

*Does not include Eugene, Springfield, and Portland Police1)epartments 
or Multnomah County Sheriff's Office. 
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Vandalism 

The number of vandalism offenses reported in 1975 are depicted in Figure 3.16 
by the month in which they were reported. The pattern isq~ite similar to that 
of burglary in that there are a high number of offenses in January and especially 
March, a small peak at the summer months and a gradual increase from September 
through the end of the year to December. 
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FIG.uRE 3.16 - VANDALISH OFFENSES BY MONTH 

The number of vandalism offenseS reported by type of property damaged in 1975 are 
illustrated in Table 3.14. The highest number of offenses involved damage to 
vehicles (31.4% of the total). Damage to residences, public buildings and 
property, combined, represented 39.4 percent of the total. 

TABLE 3.14 VANDALISM OFFENSES BY :rYP~ 
OF PROPERTY DAl1AGED - 1975* 

.~ Number of Offenses Percent 

Residences 3,932 

Public Bldgs. 3,851 
and Property 

Vehicles 6,205 

Venerated 121 
Objects** 

Police Cars 91 

Other 5,566 

TOTAL 19,766 

Distribution 

19.9% 

19.5% 

31.4% 

0.6% 

0.5% 

28.1% 

100% 

*Does not include Eugene, Springfield, and Portland Police 
uepartments, or Multnomah County Sheriff's Office. 

**Includes such items as religious statues and ornaments and 
cemetery markers. 
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TYPE 

Sex Offenses 

The number of sex offenses reported by type and victim characteristics in 
1975 are presented in Table 3.15. Of the 1~193 offenses reported, 529 
(44.3 percent) were for exposure and 198 (16.6 percent) were for physical 
molestation. Of the total victims involved, 81.1 percent were female and 
18.9 percent were male; 59.5 percent were juveniles and 40.5 percent were 
adults. Female victims of exposure accounted for 45.6 percent of the offenses 
against females with molesting (physical and phone combined) representing 
27.9 percent.· Thirty-nine percent of the offenses against juveniles were 
for exposure. 

TABLE 3.15 SEX OFFENSES BY TYPE 
AND VICTIM - 1975 
(1,193 Offenses) 

MALE FEMALE TOTAL JUVENILE 
TOTAL-PERCENT 

ADULT DISTRIBUTION 

Statutory Rape 5 63 68 57 11 5.7% 

Contributing to Sexual 14 34 48 48 - 4.0% 
Delinquency of Minor 

Molesting-Physical 25 173 198 166 32 16.6% 

Molesting-Phone 10 97 107 14 93 9.0% 

Peeper 8 27 35 7 28 2.9% 

Exposure 88 441 529 277 252 44.3% 

Sodomy-Forcible 25 28 53 36 17 4.4% 

Sodomy-Statutory 24 15 39 35 4 3.3% 

Other 27 89 116 71 45 9.8% 

TOTALS 226 967 1,193 711 482 100% 

Percent 
Distribution 18.9% 81.1% 100% 59.5% 4Q.5% 

ilAll Other" Offenses 

"All other" is the category of Part II offenses included as offense number 26 
of the FBI UCR classifications. 

Table 3.16 illustrates the further breakdown of this category. A substantial 
number of "all.other" offenses reported was vocal harassment (28.8 percent of 
the total). Trespassing represented 22.1 percent of the total with threats by 
bombs, phone calls, etc., accounting for.9.2 percent. Blackmail and kidnapping 
combined represented only 1.7 percent of the total. 



The total population served by the police agencies reporting these breakdowns 
was approximately 1,626,000. The rate per 100,000 population for vocal 
harassment was 279.9 or a ratio of 1:357 residents. The rate for trespassing 
was 215.1 or a ratio of 1:465 residents. The rate for kidnapping and 
blackmail combined was 16.8 or a ratio of 1:5,952 residents. 

TABLE :3 .16 BREAKDOWN OF "ALL OTHER" 
PART II OFFENSES - 1975 

(15,801 Offenses) 

.:NUMBER OF PERCENT 
TYPE OFFENSES* DISTRIBUTION 

Kidnapping** 234 1.5% 

Trespassing 3,497 22.1% 

Escape*** 376 2.4% 

Garbage/Littering 917 5.8% 

Obscene Mater.ia1 92 0.6% 
or Display 

Threat (Bomb, 1,455 9.2% 
Phone, Other) 

Vocal Harassment 4,551 28.8% 

Blackmail/Extortion 39 0.2% 

Other 4,640 29.4% 

TOTAL 15,801 100.0% 

RATE PER 100,000 
POPULATION* 

14.4 

215.1 

23.1 

56.4 

5.7 

89.5 

279.9 

2.4 

285.4 

(1,626,000) 
Population 

* Based on total population served by agencies reporting these breakdowns. 
Does not include Eugene, Springfield, or Portland Police Departments or 
Mu1tnomah County Sheriff's Office. 

** Includes custodial interference. 
***Includes AWOL. 

Runaway Offenses 

The number of juvenile runaway offenses reported in 1975 are depicted in 
Figure 3.17 by the month in which they occurred. With the exception of 
January, which is relatively high, there was a steady increase from February 
to a peak in April (the highest month reported) then decreasing to June, 
and again increasing to a peak in September. The number of offenses then 
decline through the end of the year. 
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FIGURE 3.17 - JUVENILE RUNAWAY OFFENSES 
BY MONTH 

The number of runaway offenses reported in 1975 by sex and age of runaway 
is presented in Table 3.17. Of the 6,257 offenses reported, 3,582 (57.2 
percent) were female and .2,675 (42.8 percent) were male. Runaways between 
the age of 13 to 17 accounted for 91.4 percent of the total. 

TABLE 3.·17 . RUNAWAY· OFFENSES BY AGE AND SEX - 1975* 
(6,'257 Offenses) 

SEX PERCENT 
AGE FEMALE MALE TOTAL DISTRIBUTION 

Under 10 12 44 56 0.9% 

10 23 33 56 0.9% 

11 85 51 136 2.2% 

12 164, 126 290 4.6% 

13 415 326 741 11.8%~., 

\ 
14 842 531 1,373 21.9% 

~-. 
15 986 711 1,697 27.2% 

J 16 717 562 1,279 20.4% 

17 338 291 629 10.1% 

TOTAL 3,582 2,675 6,257 100.0% 

Percent 
Distributic;m 57.2% 42.8% I 100.0% 

*Doesnot include Eugene, Springfield, and Portland Police 
Departments or Mu1tnomah County Sheriff.'s Office. 

91.4% 



Thenumbe~ of runaway offenses reported in 1975 by sex and place of residency 
is presented in Table 3.18. 'Of the 6,257.offenses reported, 4,439 (71.0 
percent) ran .away from home, 588 (9.4 percent) from residential treatment 
facilities, 518 (8.3 percent) from foster homes, 415 (6'.6 percent) from 
boys/girls ranches and 297 (4.7 percent) from other locations. Of the total 
runaways from home, 58.9 perc.ent were female; 41. 1 percent wer~ male. Of 
the total runaways from residential treatment facilities, 61.2 percent were 
female; 38.8 percent were male. Of the total runaways from foster homes, 
56.4 percent were female, 43.6 pe~cent were male. Of the total runaways from 
boysl girls ranches, 36.9 pet"cent were female, 63.1 percent were male •. 

TABLE 3.18 RUNAWAY OFFENSES 
BY SEX AND RESIDENCY - 1975 * 

(6,257 Offenses) 

SEX PERCENT 
RESIDENCY FEMALE MALE TOTAL DISTRIBUTION 

Foster Home 292 226 518 8.3% 

Residential Treatment 
Facility 260 228 588 9.4% 

Home 2,615 1,824 4,439 71.0% 

Boys/Girls Ranch 153 262 415 6.6% 

Other 162 135 297 4.7% 

TOTAL 3,582 2,675 6,257 100.0% 

*Does not include Eugene, Springfield, and Portland Police Departments 
or Multnomah County Sheriff's Office. 
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TOTAL ARRESTS- STATEWIDE 

In 1975, police agencies xepoxted a total of 100,057 arxests - an incxeaseof 
1.1 pexcent ovex 1974. These axxests by offense axe pxesented by age, sex, and 
xace in Tabl~J~ 3.19, 3.20 and 3.22. Axrests for Index offenses (murder, forcible 
rape, xobbery, buxglaxy, laxceny and motor vehicle theft) accounted for 28.5 
percent of the total (28,542 arrests reported for Index Crimes in 1975 - an in­
crease of 9.9% over 1974). Arrests for l'ax't II offenses accounted for the 
remaining 71.5 percent of the total (71,515 arrests, reported for Part II crimes 
.in 1975 -a decrease of 2.1 percent from 1974). 

T~e1argest percentage of arrests (20.6%) were for DUlL with the next highest 
percentage (16.4%) being for larceny. The number of arrests for violations 
relating to intoxicating,liquor and narcotics (DUlL, liquor laws, drunkenness, 
dxug abuse) combined accounted for 43.4 percent of the total arrests. In 1974, 
arrests for these combined offenses represented 39 percent of the total. 

Of the total number of arrests, 82,410 or 82.4 percent were male; the remaining 
17,647 or 17.6 percent were female •. Of the total male arrests, 66.5 percent 
were adults; 33.5 percent were juveniles. The highest number of male arrests 
were fOl: DUlL of which 97.6 percent were adult; 2.4 percent were juveniles. 
The second highest number of arrests was for larceny of which 46.1 percent 
were adult and 53.9 percent were juvenile. Among the male arrests, juveniles 
dominated burglary, larceny, motor vehicle theft and vandalism; adults dominated 
murdet, manslaughter,forcible rape, robbery, assault and drug' abuse. 

Of the female arrests, 51.1 percent were adults; 48.9 percent were juveniles. 
The highest number of female arrests was for larceny of which 44.1 percent were 
adults; 55.9 percent were juveniles. Among the female arrests, juveniles . 
dominated burglary, larceny, motor vehicle theft, vandalism and liquor laws; 
adults dominated murder, robbery, assault, prostitution and drug abuse. 



TABLE 3.19 ARRESTS OF ML\LES BY AGE 

65 & 
TOTAL TOTAL 

10 & MALE MALE 
OFFENSE Under 11-12 13-1l 15 16 17 .. 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 125-29 30-34 35-39 40-4 45-49 50-54 55-59 60-6' Over JUVENILI ADULT 

MURDER 1 3 1 ,.3 4 6 6 9 6 18 ~7 10 10 6 3 1 6 1 l 107 
MNSLTER. 1 2 2 2 1 4 2 2 1 i 1 1 28 
FORC. RAPE 1 11 10 5 9 13 9 9 10 12 '10 20 40 22 18 12 5 3 2 1 1 36 187 
ROBBERY 3 12 43 37 70 67 62 44 45 33 45 35 32 102 53 31 17 5 4. 6 4 1 232 519 
AG. ASSIIIJl. 16 37 90 86 90 98 100 102 101 99 95 98 74 348 191 172 98 ' 84 61 37 17 21 417 1 698 
BURGLARY 203 398 1075 797 702 631 481 330 241 198 144 118 86 266 113 67 41 23 16 8 1 4 3 806 2 137 
LARCENY 484 827 1690 1017 1227 J1121 956 692 463 403 363 Z4,9 224 734 417 247 171 155 137 89 44 97 6 366 5.441 
M.V. THEFT. 8 53 374 359 358 245 154 92 86 58 57 38 38 104 61 29 17 12 7 1 1 397 754 
OTR. ASSLT 8 40 71 41 66 83 88 79 69 60 86 61 56 236 143 92 50 43 41 .18 13 14 309 1 149 
ARSON 55 36 32 23 12 11 , 9 11 9 3 9 10 7 16 6 8 4 3 2 4 ,. "I ]69 10e; 
FORG/COUNT 3 18 17 20 28 26 33 15 21 22 21 9 60 41 19 11 12 6 4 1 1 86 302 
FRAUD, 1 2 15 9 30 ,48 42 50 47 47 51 37 45 122 66 66 32 26 20 7 11 5 105 674 
EMBEZZ. 1 1 
STLN. PROP 6 12 44 52 48 51 41 34 25 20 12 6 16 39 19 9 6 1 2 1 213 231 
VANDALISM 251· 251 502 266 276 225 172 109 76 62 75 44 49 185 54 49 26 24 . 21 9 4 4 1771 963 
WEAPONS 3 17 59 49 75 61 69 59 49 46 35 33 38 146 89 42 42 28 17 11 7 9 264 720 
PROSTITUT. 1 4' 3 6 12 10 11 13 8 7 8 34 31 13 7 6 8 2 5 3 14 178 
SEX OFF. 4 3 "24 21 19 18 20 24 16 24 17 26 17 74 46 .27 25 19 19 14 5 14 89 387 
DRUG ABUSE 5 22 169 288 528 654 821 722 634 563 507 426 333 898 311 127 45 31 30 10 8 6 1,666 5,472 
GAMBLING 2 1 3 1 1 1 7 7 4 7 11 6 9. 7 4 3 68 

FAMILY OF. 5 1 3 3 4 2 1 2 6 1 2 1 19 14 6 9 6 1 1 1 16 72 
DUlL '2 1 11 143 281 497 . 540 623 765 761 652 644 2634 1994 1820 [615 1647 1400 100 677 432 438 "j 801 

LIQ. LAWS 7 14 226 469 1172 942 2319 1664 057 300 209 132 99 347 219 213 253 302 320 225 145 82 3,830 7.886 
DRUNKEN 1 1 4 8 :).2 17 26 17 30 23 27 22 85 67 69 58 64 42 37, 20 8 26 612 
DIS. CONDo 21 42 120 115 132 237 244 244 201 251 221 200 167 574 311 200 147 126 72 57 39 43 667 3.097 
ALL OTHER 98 173 461 401 410 396 ' 385 351 307 302 279 243 21~ ~ 1139. 29"1 211 lhli 1'" Ii Ii "19 49 1.9"1Q "?~ CURFEW 21 62 374 376 650 597 L..o80 - 'it; f.vNAWAY 60 141 522 431 344 172 1->-670 
TOTAL 1262 2147 5928 4885 6392 7000 6533 5232 4110 3323 3040 2488 2205 7831 4731 3632 2915 2804 2362 1731 1055 804 27,614 54,796 --



TABLE 3.20 ARRESTS OF FEML\LES BY AGE 

'.lU'.lll.L '.lU'.lll.L 

10 & 65 & FEMALE FEMALE 
OFFENSE Under 11-12 13-1' 15 16 
" 

17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 ~5-29 30-34 35-39 40-4 45-49 50-54 55-59 60-6 Over JUVENILE ADULT 

MURDER 1 1 2 1 1 6 4 1 1 18 
MNSLTER. 1 1 2 
FORC. RAPE 

ROBBERY 2 4 7 7 3 7 5 2 6 3 z 1 1 7 4 1 1 30 33 
AG. ASSLT. 1 7 34 13 16 12 8 6 13 8 14 5 12 32 23 16 8 6 6 2 1 83 160 
BURGLARY 28 41 69 37 31 22 21 14 7 9 10 6 5 10 6 1 1 2 1 228 93 
LARCENY 115 328 849 461 448 38:: 269 245 158 144 112 11 80 309 170 102 82 77 65 46 25 44 2,588 2,039 
M.V. THEFT 6 25 22 30 12 11 8 3 6 3 1 1 3 1 2 3 1 95 43 

10TH. ASSLT 3 ,13 25 11 7 8 9 10 8 10 7 7 7 24 15 6 3 3 3 1 1 62 114 
ARSON 5 2 3 3 1 2 1 2 1 2 4 1 2 16 13 
FORG/COUNT 2 9 12 15 16 12 18 30 16 16 13 8 26 10 8 3 2 '2 54 164 
FRAUD 9 9 11 7 13 8 14 13 10 15 40 34 26 11 9 12 1 1 29 214 
EHBEZZ. . -
STLN. PROP 1 1 10 5 13 11 6 3 7 1 2 2 1 2 1 3 1 41 29 
VANDALISM 25. 20 37 20 16 14 9 4 4 7 2 2 1 15 5 3 1 '2 132 55 
WEAPONS 1 1 4 2 5 9 8 4 7 14 6 1 14 5 3 3 3 13 77 

PROSTITUT. 1 1 7 ' 17 30 66 51 49 57 32 36 39 59 12 3 2 2 1 56 409 
SEX OFF. 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 4 6 
DRUG ABUSE 4 52 69 13 147 144 133 129 82 88 76 57 188 46 15 13 9 1 1 385 982 
GAHBLING 1 3 3 6 2 4 20 

FAHILY OF. 4 1 2 3 2 2 3 1 1 4 1 7 1 1 12 21 
DUIL 2 9 13 28 50 43 46 ,76 67 56 64 287 321 295 298 258 210 121 56 32 52 ?,290 

LIQ. LAWS 5 9 151 21'5 317 1"I7R 1115 194 95 23 25 18 7 32 I 27 13 14 7 10 2 5 5 1,075 792 .,-
DRUNKEN 2 6 2 1 1 3 7 4 1 3 9 13 6 8 2 4 6, 10 68 

DIS. CONDo .5 13 41 .n 36 31 ,38 25 22 27 31 24 18 56 55 23 24 19 12 4 2 6 157 386 
~ 

ALL OTHER 20 40 174 128 ' 126 101 65 83 70 69 59 48 48 161 133 90 i 6/+ 40 31 17 5 13 589 996 

CURFEW 1 34 230 212 195 147 819 

RUNAWAY 27 13U 833 585 362 156 2,093 

TOTAL :'42 651 2557 1863 1780 1530 1049 863 665 567 507 ,425 371 1289 890 629 549 446 361 202 108 103 8,623 9,024 
~.~-



The percentages of arrests of male and female person.s which are predominantly 
adult are pres€nteft in Table 3.21 by offense. The offenses are ranked in 
order of increasing percentage of adults. As illustrated, the highest per-
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centage of male arrests are for such offenses as gambling, drunkenness, manslaughter 
and DUIL were adults; 35.1 percent of the male arrests for motor vehicle theft 
were adults. The highest percentage of female adult arrests were for such 
offenses as prostitution, DUlL, f'raud, and murder'; 29.0 percent of'the fema.le 
arrests for b~rgla~y were of,~dults. 

TABLE 3.21 - PERCENTAGE OF ARRESTS WHrCH ARE ADULTS 
\ 

PERCENTAGE 
OF MALE PERCENTAGE 

TYPE OF ARRESTS \WHICH TOTAL OF FEMALE TOTAL 
OFFENSE ARE ADULTS MALE TYPE OF ARRESTS WHICH FEMALE 

ARRESTS OFFENSE A.'m ADULTS ARRESTS 

MeV. Theft 35.1% 2,151 'Burglary 29.0% 321 
Vandalism 35.2% 2,734 Vandalism 29.4% 187 
Burglary 36.0% 5,943 M.V. Theft 31.2% 138 
Arson 38.3% 274 Stln. Prop. 41.4% 70 
Larceny 46.1% 11,807 Liquor Laws 42.4% 1,867 
Stolen Prop. 52.0% 1 444 Larceny 44.1% 4,627 

.Liquor Laws 67.3% 11,716 Arson 44.8% 29 
"All Other" 68.4% 6,14'6 Robbery 52.4% 1 63 
Robbery 69.1% 751 Sex Offenses 60.0% 10 
Weapons 73.2% 984 "All OCher" 62.8% ' 1,585 
Drug Abuse 76.7% >. 7,138 Family Offenses 63.6% >. 33 M M 
Forgery/Countr. 77 .8% §4J 388 Other Assaults 64.7% 4J 176 s:: 
Other Assaults 78.8% 1,458 Aggrav.Asslt. 65.8% C1l+.l 243 S::M S::M 
Aggrav.Assault 80.3% or-! ::l 2,115 Disorderly Condo 71.1% or-! ::l 543 
Sex Offenses 81.3% g~ 476 Drug Abuse 71.8% g~ 1,367 !1j 't1 
Family Offenses 81.8% Q) 88 Forgery/Countr. 75.2% Q) 218 1-1 1-1 
Disorderly Condo 82.3% P-I 3,764 Weapons 85.6% P-I j 90 
Forcible Rape 83.9% 223 Drunkenness 87.2% 78 
Fraud 86.5% 779 Prostitution 88.0% 465 
Murder 88.4% 111 Fraud 88.1% 243 
Prostitution 92.7% 192 DUIL 97.8% 2,342, 
Gambling 95.8% 71 Gambling 100.0% 20 
Drunkenness 95.9% 638 Manslaughter 100.0% 2 
Manslaughter 96.6% 29 Murder 100.0% 18 
DUIL 97.6% 18,239 Embezzlement (No arrests reported.) 
Embezzlement 100.0% 1 Forcible Rape (No arrests reported.) 

TOTAL 78,660 14,735 



TABLE 3. 22 ARRESTS OF JUVENILES A9,1D ADULTS BY RACE --JUVENILE RACE TOTAL 
" 

JUVENILI OFFENSE WHITE NEGRO INDIAN CHINES JAPA. OTHER WHITE NEGRO 
MURDER 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 101 14 . 
MANSLAUGHT. 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 27 0 
FORC. RAPE 29 5 2 0 0 0 36 151 25 

ROBBERY 193 68 1 0 0 0 262 418 112 
AG. ASSAULT 437 43 19 0' 0 1 500 1.603 144 

BURGLARY 3~832 148 42 6 2 4 4,034 2,058 128 

LARCENY 8,249 566 101 10 2 26 8,954 6,727 578 

H. V. THEFT 1.418 46 22 1 3 2 1 492 734 46 

OTHER ASSLTS 334 31 5 0 0 i 371 1,093 123 

ARSON 174 9 1 0 1 0 185 113 4 
FORG. COUNTF 132 7 1 0 0 0 140 373 85 
FRAUD 127 5 1 1 0 0 134 814 42 
EMBEZZLE. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 "-STOLe PROP. 237 13 4 0 0 0 254 235 22 

VANDALISM 1,841 41 19 2 0 0 1,903 967 24 

WEAPONS 266 8 3 0 0 0 277 619 136 

PROSTITUTION. 52 18 0 0 0 0 70 386 189 

SEX OFF. '91 1 1 0 0 0 93 379 11 

DRUG ABUSE 2,003 25 18 2 0 3 2,051 6,049 335 
GAl1BLI~G 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 73 12 

d " .. = 

F N'f.ILY OFF. 25 0 3 0 0 0 28 92 0 

DL'IL 479 1 10 0' 0' 0 490 19,483 309 

LIQ. LAWS 4,759 20 117 2 0 7 4 905 7.962 214 

DRUNKENESS 31 ........., 0 5 0 0 0 36 580 27 

DISO. CONDUC r 747 43 30 2 0 2 824 3,128 157 

ALL OTHER 2t;423 40 62 0 0 3 2,528 4,870 171 
CURFEW 63 0 2,899 2,7'72 56 3 5 -- --
RUNAWAY 3,638 59 64 1 1 0 3 763 -- --

Q 

TOTAL 34,305 1,260 587 ' 30 9 54 36,237 59,036 2,908 

l. 

i\DULT R lCE 

INDIAN CHINES JAPA 
8 1 0 
3 0 0 

8 0 1 

19 0 2 

106 0 0 

39 1 0 

126 12 9 

14 2 0 

43 0 0 

0 0 1 

6 2 0 

26 0 3 

0 0 0' 

2 0 1 

26 1 0 

38 1 0 

7 0 0 

3 0 0 

58 3 .2 

0 2 0 
1 0 0 

261 1 3 

474 7 3 

69 0 0 

187 2 2 

150' 2 3 

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

1,674 37 30 

TOTAL 
ADuLT 

OTHER 
1 125 
0 30 
2 187 
1 552 
5 1,858 
4 2,230 

28 7,480 

1 797 

4 1,263 
0 i18 
0 466 

3 888 

0 1 

0 260 

0 1,018 

3 797 
5 587 
0 393 
7 6,454 

1 88 

0 93 
34 20,091 
18 8,678 

4 680 
7 3,483 

7 5,203 

-- --

-- --, 
135 63,820 

GRAND 
TOTAL 

129 

31 

223 

814 

2,358 
6,264 

16~434 

2,289 

1,634 

303 
606 

1,022 

1 

514 

2,921 

1,074 

657 

486 
8,505 

91 

121 

20,581 

13,583 

716 
4,307 

7,731 

2,899 

3,763 
100,057 

Ln 
o 
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The number of adult and juvenile arrests are presented, by standard UCR race 
breakdowns, in Table 3.22. Of the total number of arrests, 63,820 (63.8 
percent)were of adults and 36,237 or the remaining 36.2 percent were of juveniles. 
Juvenile arrests dominate the Index Property Crimes (burglary, larceny, and motor 
vehicle theft) and· vandalism while adult arrests represent the majority of the 
arrests for Index Violent Crimes (murder, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated 
assault) and other offenses such as forgery, fraud, prostitution and drug abuse. 

Of the total arrests, 93,341 (93.3 percent) were White, 4,168 (4.2 percent) 
Negro, 2,261 (2.3 percent) Indian and the remaining 2.0 percent were of 
Chinese, Japanese and other races. 

The highest number of arrests of Whites was for burglary with the second and 
third highestnumbers for larceny and drug abuse respectively. The highest number 
of arrests of Negroes was for larceny with the second and third highest numbers 
for drug abuse and DUlL respectively. The highest number of arrests of Indians 
was for larceny with the second and third highest numbers for DUlL and liquor 
laws respectively. The highest number of arrests of Chinese, Japanese, and:ill 
other races combined was for larceny with arrests for DUlL and liquor laws bei~g 
the second and third highest in number respectively_ 

The number of arrests by age groups are presented in the following figures for 
selected offenses - those which show the highest number of arrests and others 
such as arson and vandalism which represeIlt a high value of property loss. The 
number of arrests in each offense category are presented in eight 2-year age 
groups from 10 and under through 24 years of age with this total group representing 
67.6 percent of the total arrests for all age groups. 

The number of arrests for Violent Index Crimes (murder, forcible rape, robbery, 
aggravated assault) are depicted in Figure 3.18. The highest number of arrests 
were of persons 17 to 18 years of age with 44 percent of the total between the 
ages of 15 and 24. The number of arrests decrease rapidly from age 25 and above. 
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FIGURE 3.18 - ARRESTS FOR VIOLENT INDEX CRIMES 
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The number of arrests for Property Index Crimes (burglary, larceny, and 
motor vehicle theft) are depicted in Figure 3.19. The highest number of 
arrests were of persons 15 to 16 years of age with 56 percent of the total 
being 13 to 18 years of age. 

tI.) 

E-I 

5000 . 

; 2500 
f:j 
/Xl 

I 
10 & 11-12 13-14 15-16 17-18 19-20 21-22 23-24 
Under 

AGE 

FIGURE 3.1S - ARRESTS FOR PROPERTY INDEX CRIMES 

The number of arrests for burglary are depicted in Figure 3.20. The highest 
number of arrests'were of persons 15 to 16 years of age with 62 percent of 
the total in the age group 13 to 18 years of age. 
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FIGURE 3.20 - ARRli:STS FOR BURGLARY 



The number of arrests for larceny are depicted in Figure' 3.21. The highest 
number of arrests were of persons 15 to 16 years of ~ge with 51 percent of 
the total 13 to lS,years of age. 
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FIGURE 3.21 - ARRESTS FOR LARCENY 

The number of arrests for motor vehicle theft are depicted in Figure 3.22. 
The highest number of arrests we~e of juveniles 15 to 16 years of age with 
69 percent of the total 'between the ages of 13 and 18. 
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The number of arrests for arson are depicted in Figure 3.23. The highest 
number of arrests were of juveniles 10 years old and under with 57 percent 
of the total between 1 and 16 years of age. 
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FIGURE 3.23 - ARRESTS FOR.ARSON 

The number of arrests for vandalism are depicted in Figure 3.24. The highest 
number of arrests were of juveniles 15 to 16 years of age with 53 percent of 
the total· between ).3 and 18.years of age. 
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The number of arrests for drug abuse are depicted in Figure 3.25. 
number of arrests were of 17 to 18 years of age w'ith 65 percent of 
between the ages of 17 and 24. 
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FIGURE 3.25 - ARRESTS FOR DRUG ABUSE 

Drug Abuse Arrests 

Data contained under this subsection relates to all arrests reported in 1975 
for violations of state and local laws for the unlawful possession, .sale 
and manufacturing of narcotic drugs (see Tables 3.23 and 3.24). 

Arrests for drug abuse accounted for 8.5' percent of the total arrests for 
Index and Part II offenses in 1975. Of the 8,505 arrests reported for drug 
abuse, 79.2 percent (6,736) were for marijuana. Of the 6,736 arrests for 
marijuana, 63.1 percent (4~250) were adult males; 9.6 percent (644) were 
adult females, 22.6 percent (1,523) were juvenile males, and 4.7 percent 
(319) were juvenile females. 

A total of 991 arrests were reported for "oth~!=" dangerous drugs" such as 
barbituates, benzedrine, etc., and represents 11.7 percent of the total drug 
abuse arrests. Of these 991 arrests, 68.1 percent (675) were of adult males, 
17.7 percent (175) were adult females, 9.8 percent (97) were juvenile males, 
and 4.4 percent (44) were juvenile females. 

A total of 676 arrests were reported for opium, cocaine, and their derivatives 
such as heroin and codeine, and represents 7.9 percent of the total drug 
abuse arrests. Of these 676 arrests, 72.8 percent (492) were of adult males, 
21.3 percent (144) were of adult females, 3.7 percent (25) were juvenile males, 
and 2.2 percent (15) were juvenile females. 

A total of 102 arrests, were reported for synthetic drugs such as demerol,and 
methadone, and represents 1.2 percent of the total drug abuse arrests. Of 
these 102 arrests, 53.9 percent (55) were of adult males, 18.6 percElnt(19) 
were of adult females, 20.6 percent. (21) .were of juvenile males and 6.9 percent 
(7) were juvenile females. 
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TABLE 3.23 - DRUG ABUSE .ARR1:~STS BY AGE, SEX AND TYPE 

Juvenile Adult ' Total Total Total Total 
TYPE TOTAL % Diat. M F M F Male Female Juv. Adult 

Opium & Cocail.le 676 7.9 25 15 492 144 517 159 40 636 
(incl. Hero:tn) 

Marijuana 6,736 79.2 1,523 319 4,250 644 5,773 963 1,842 4,894 

Synthetic Drugs 102 1.2 21 7 55 19 76 26 28 74 
(Demerol, etc.) 

Other Drugs 991 11.7 97 44 675 175 772 219 141 850 
(Barbituates, etc. ) 

Totals 8,505 .100% 1,666 385 5,472 982 7,138 1,367 2,051 6,454 

Percentages 83.9% 16.1% 24.1% 75.9% 

Of the 8,505 arrests for drug abuse, 6,356 (74.7%) included information concerning 
the charge at time of arrest. Of the 6,356 arrests for drug abuse reported 
by charge, 95.9 percent were for possession of drugs and the remaining 4.1 percent 
were for the sale, cultivation, and/or manufacture (see in Table 3.24). 

Of these 6,356 arrests, 71.4 percent were'of adults for possession; 24.5 percent 
were of juveniles for possession; 3.5 percent were of adults for sale, cultiva­
tion, and/or manufacture; and the remaining 0.6 percent were of juveniles for 
the sale, cultivation, and/or manufacture. 

Arrests of males for possession accounted for 80.7 percent of the total arrests; 
15.1 percent were of females for possession; 3.6 percent were of males for sale, 
cultivation, and/or manufacturing; and the remaining 0.6 percent were of females 
for sale, cultivation, and/or manufacturing. 

CHARGE 

Sale and/or 
Manufacture 

Possession 

TABLE 3.24 ~ PERCENTAGES OF DRUG ABUSE ARRESTS 
BY f\GE, SEX, AND CHARGE (N=6,356) 

JUVENILE ADULT MALE FEMALE 

, 
0.6% 3.5% 3.6% 0.6% 

24.5% 71.4% 80.7% 15.1% 

TOTAL 

4.2% 

95.8% 

100.0% 
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ASSAULTS AGAINST POLICE OFFICERS 

The number of as,sau1ts against police officers is presented in Table. 3.25 by 
the county in which they were reported for 1974 and 1975. 

There were 482 assaults against police officers reported statewide in 1975 -
a decrease of 11.6 percent from 1974. Of the 482 assaults, 47.1 percent 
were reported in Lane and Mu1tnomah Counties combined. The cities of Portland 
and Eugene reported 75 perc~nt of the assaults for these two counties in 
1975 (88% in 1974). 

As illustrated at the bottom of Table 3.25, Portland and Eugene combined 
reported 170 assaults against police officers in 1975 - a decrease of 46.2 
percent from 1974. The state total, excluding Portland and Eugen~ shows 
312 assaults reported or an increase of 36.2 percent over 1974. 

TABLE 3.25 - OFFICERS ASSAULTED BY COUNTY 

1975 1974 1975 1974 1975 1974 

Baker 1 2 Harney 1 0 Morrow 0 1 

Benton 4 l' Hood River 0 .1 Mu1tnomah 120 172 

Clackamas 19 9 Jackson 18 20 Polk 6 8 

C1a\:sop 20 6 Jefferson 1 0 Sherman 0 0 

Columbia 3 .z Josephine 9 10 Tillamook 1 0 

Coos 20 15 Klamath 9 9 Umatilla 36 13 

Crook 2 1 Lake 0 1 Union 16 3 

Curry 1 0 Lane 107 191 Wasco 0 4 

Deschutes 2 3 Lincoln. 3 4 Wallowa 0 3 

Douglas 22 15 Linn 13 6 Washington 11 12 

Gilliam 2 b Ma1heur 2 1 Wheeler 0 2 

Grant 2 2 Marion 28 19 Yamhill 5 3 

Unable to Classify by County 6 

STATE TOTAL 482 545 

Cities of Portland and Eugene Combined 170 316 

REMAINDER OF THE STATE 312 229 
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The number of assaults against officers is presented in Table 3.26 by type of 
injury and law enforcement agency. AE illustrated, the total Ul1lllber of as­
saults without injury to the officer in 1975 decreased by 32.9 percent over 1974. 
HoWever, the total number of assaults with injury to officers increased by 
25.8 percent over 1974. 

The .number of assaults with injury decreased 15.7 percent in 1975 compared to 
1974 for the combined cities of Portland and Eugene. However, the number of 
assaults with injury for the remainder of the state increased 100 percent over 
1974. The number of assaults without injury decreased 66.7 percent in 1975 for 
the two cities combined while the remainder of the state shows an increase of 
7.6 percent. 

TABLE 3.26 - NUMBER OF ASSAULTS AGAINST OFFICERS BY 
TYPE OF DEPARTMENT AND TYPE OF INJURY. 

With Injury Without Injury Total 
1974 1975 Change 1974 1975 Change 1974 

Sheriffs 20 25 +25.0% 19 15 -21.1% 39 
Municipal Police 169 217 +28.4% 289 211 -27.0% 458 
State; Police 9 7 -22.2% 39 8 -79.5% 48 

Total 198 249 +25.8% 347 23.3 -32.9% 545 
s:::aw:. ... lin;;;;:; 

Cities of Portland 
and Eugene ..;. 
Combined 127 107 ~15.7% 189 ~3 -66.7% 316 
Remainder of 
S ta te 0 f Or,egon 71 142. +100% 158 170 + 7.6% 229 

1975 Change 

40 + 2.6% 
428 - 6.6% 
15 -68.8% 

482 -68.8% 

, 

170 -46.2% 

312 +36.2% 

The total number of assaults against police officers is presented in Figure 
3.26,by the month in which they were reported in 1974 and 1975. 
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FIGURE~ 3.26 - ASSAULTS AGAINST POLICE OFFICERS 
BY HONTH. 
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The total number of assaults against police officers in 1975 is present.ed by 
type of assignment, type of activity, and weapon used in Table 3.21. Of the 
482 reported assaults, 95 (19.7 percent) were of officers in a tw'o-man vehicle, 
329 (68.3 percent) in a one-man vehicle (alone and/or assisted), 14 (2.9 
percent) were against detectives, and 44 (9.1 percent) were involved in other 
types of assignments. 

Of the 482 reported assaults, 87.8 percent (423) were committed using hands, 
fists, and/or feet, and the remaining 12.2 percent (59) were committed using 
a dangerous weapon (firearm, knife, other). 

TABLE 3.27 - OFFICER ASSAULTS BY TYPE OF WEAPON 
AND ASSIGNMENT - 'STATEWIDE 

TYPE OF WEAPON 

Knlf~ ONE·MAN 
or VEHICLE 

Total O!n!:r Other Hands. 
A5~a~lt5 . C~ttlng Danger . FiStS, Two 

6y In.ltru· oos fect, Man 

TYPE OFA~~~~., .• ____ 

DETECTIVE OR 
SPECIAL ASSIGN. OTHER 

Weapon Firearm me,lt Weapon etc. Vehicle Alone Ass';~ed Alone Assisted Alone k,mted 
TYPE OF ACTIVITY (A) (6) (el (D) (El (fJ (Gl (Il) (I) (I) (K) (l) 

I. Responding 10 "disturbonce" calls 5 8 76 16 23 46 2 2 
(Family quarrels, man with gun, etc.) 89 

2. Burglaries in progress or pursuing 8 1 7 1 2 5 
burglary suspacls 

3. Robberies in progress or pursuing 3 1 2 2 1 robbery suspects 

117 1 2 6 108 25 35 43 5 5 4 
4. Attempting other arrests 

5. Civil disorder (Riot, moss 31 1 30 
disobedience) 

8 6 9 8 

6. Handling, transporting, custody 78 1 1 1 75 12 20 28 2 5 11 
of prisoners 

7. Investigating suspicious persons 36 
or circumstances 

5 3 28 9 13 13 1 

8. Ambush-No warning 
5 3 2 4 1 

9. Mentally deranged 13 1 1 11 5 4 2 2 

3 4 55 13 32 ·20 c 1 
10 .. Traffic pursuits and stqps 66 4 

36 1 1 5 29 4 15 8 4 2 3 
1 I, All other I .-

482 23 7 29 423 1 95 154 175 1 13 13 31 
12. Total (1·11) -
13. Number with personal injury 249 4 1 17 227 

1,1. Number without personal injury 233 18 5 6 204 
.-

AM 70 . 77 29 f;) y .. ~ lU 

15. Tim2 of assaults PM 14 24 24 60 ol,91 
12:01 2,00 4;00 6:00 8:00 10,00 12,00 

Polren 
Assaull~ 
Cleared 

(M) 

87 

5 

3 

112 

28 

42 

32 

4 

13 

56 

35 

417 
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As illustrated in Figure 3.27, the highest number of assaults (116 or 24% of 
the total) involved officers attempting other arrests with response to 
"disturbance" calls second at 89 (18 percent of the total). The number of 
assaults decreased. in 1975 for most of the activity breakdowns. Although 
th.e numbers are relatively small, assaults relating to civil disorders in­
creased by 244 percent in 1975; assaults relating to investigation of suspicious 
persons increased by 2.9 percent; and ambush - no warning increased by 76 
percent, however, the total assaults by ambush is very small. 
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FIGURE 3.27 ASSAULTS AGAINST OFFICERS BY ASSIGNMENT 

The number of assaults ~gainst officers by the time of day they wexe reported 
are depicted in Figure 3.28. The pattern is similar to. that in 1974., 
Approximately SO percent were committed between'6 p.m. and 6 a.m. with the 
peak occurring at between 10 p.m. and midnight. Approximately 51 percent of 
the assaults occurred betwe~n 10 p.m. and 4 a.m. 
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SlWTION 4 

OFFENSE AND ARREST DATA BY ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICTS 

INTRODUCTION 

Oregon is divided into fourteen standard state admiriistrativedistricts 
for the purposes of providing a system for state agen<.'!ies to use for programs 
requiring areawide planning and administration and for·pfoviding the Governor 
with an administrative tool for planning and evaluatin~ the use of state 
an.d federal resources. 

This presentation of crime statistics by districts is made for the purpose 
of providing information relevant to local planning of criminal justice 
programs and to provide for comparisons and analysis of trends. 

The type and volume of offenses vary from district to district as do the 
influencing factors that contribute to the commission of and circumstances 
surrounding the criminal incidents. Factors such as population density, 
popUlation characteristics, and geographic location must be considered in 
attempting to analyze the variance in crime rates among the fourteen districts 
in Orego·,l. A few of these factors are presented in Table 4.1 for illustrative 
purposes. 

For the purposes ~1 this report, the district data has also been combined 
into two regional areas: Western Oregon (west of the Cascade Mountains which 
includes Districts 1-8) and Eastern Oregon (east of the Cascades and includes 
Districts 9-14). Western Oregon is more densely populated with a topography 
consisting mainly of forest, timberland and agricultural areas and receives 
most of Oregon's annual rainfall.' In contrast, Eastern Oregon is sparcely 
popu~ated with a much drier climate and colder winter temperatures. Its 
topog·,raphy consists of t,:::"~nberland and agricultural areas, but also includes 
high desert and arid land. 
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TABLE 4.1 FACTS ABOUT OREGON'S ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICTS* 

*l. Oregon Blue Book, 1975-76, Pgs. 189-210. lljRCENT OF J 2. General Social and Economic Characteristics AREA DENSITY 
L FAHILIE. of Oregon, '1970 Census, Dept. o£ Commerce. TOTAL IN (PERSONS MEAN WITH INCOHE 

INDEX 
POPULATION SQUARE PER FAMILY LESS THAN CRIME 

MILES SQUARE INCm.1E $3,388 RATE 
nTf;'!'RT('I'I' COUNTIES PRINCIPAL INDUSTRY MILE) _Annually 

1 Clatsop, Tillamook 
Fishing, lumber, agriculture, 

2,060 23.2 1$ 8,580 9.9% 5,657 recreation 47,850 
2 Clackamas, Columbia, Agriculture, +umber, inqus-

3,756 $10,425 6.9% Mu1tnomah, Washington try, warehous~ng; snipp~ng, 973,500 259.2 7;858 electronics 

3 Marion, Polk, Yamhill 
Africul~ure'f8odernments·man u actur~ng., 0 proces ~ng 252,400 ._. 2,629 96.0 $ 8,885 10.1% 5,835 
Agriculture, lUlP'berm F1hing, 

4 Benton, Lincoln, Linn r creat~on, exo ~c e a s, 
172,450 3,983 

43.3 $ 8,776 9.7% . 
5.723 reseatch 

5 Lane Lumber, agriculture, educa- 4,610 $ 9,292 7.9% 
~:lQ1L-aQd recreation 241,800 52.5 7".290 ---------------_. 

6 Douglas Lumber, mining, agriculture, 
80,400 5,089 

15 8 
$ 8,803 11.4% 

fishing, recreation 5.214 
7 Coos, Curry 

Lumber, manufacturing, 
73,80Q.. 3,256 $ 8,939 ~f9. 9% agriculture, fishing --' 22.7 ---\-5-,_Qll_--

8 Jackson, Josephine Lumber, agriculture, manu- 4,446 $ 8,138 12.0% 
facturing, recreation 156,300 ':It; .7 r:. ':It;7 

9 Hood River, Sherman, Wasco Agric.u1ture, livestock, 
36,720 3,762 

QR 
$ 8,035 10 .4% 4,894 - food nrocessing, r~tion . 

~.9%--10 Crook, Deschutes, Jefferson Forest products, agriculture 7,837 $ 8,217 
livestock, recreation 61.790 7 Q ...... !£Jt6~2-_ .. 

11 Klamath, Lake Livestock, mining, lumber, 
14,491 $ 8,396 11.2% agriculture, recreation ___ 6~96.Q. 4.2 4,523 -. 

12 Gilliam, Grant, Horrow, Livestock, manufacturing, 12,764 $ 7,742 9.7% Umatilla, w~ee1er agricu·1ture, lumb~r 64~900 5.1 4.585 --
Mining, agriculture, lumber 8,300 $ 7,709 13 Baker, Union. \.,rallowa livestoc1< 44,580 5.4 11.8% _)_,29.9 ____ .---'---

14 Harney, Malheur I Agriculture, livestock, 20,110 $ 7,834 10.8% 
manufacturing lumber 31 550 1.6 4,-~. 

29,829 $ 8,980 9.7% 
Western Oregon (Districts 1 through 8) 1~8,500 67.0 6.971 1--. 

Eastern Oreg,tln (Districts 9 through 14) 300.500 67,26 f• 4.5 
$7;989 10.8%. 4 459' 

----,....!-.._-
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INDEX CRIME 

Index Crime rates (offenses per 100,000 population) in each of Oregon l s fourteen 
administr~tive distri~ts are presented in Table 4.2 for' 1974 and 1975. As 
previously mentioned in this report, increases or decreases in crime rates are 
not necessarily indicative of increases or decreases in actual number of offenses 
but may have been contributed to by an improvement in agency reporting. 
Reference should be made to Section 5 of this report and the previous report* 
entitled ANALYSIS OF CRIMINAL OFFENSES AND ARRESTS, JANUARY - DECEMBER 1974, 
regarding the number of months of reporting from individual agencies in at­
tempting to interpret the change in 1975 crime rates. 

District 2 reported the highest total Index Crime rate in 1975 'which increased 
b1 4.9 percent over 1974. District 2 also reported the highest rates for 
forcible rape, robbery, burglary, and motor vehicle theft. 

The most noted increase in individual Index Crime rate in 1975 was in the 
aggravated 'assault rate (+31.1% in Western Oregon and +92.6% in Eastern 
Oregon). The highest increase in the aggravated assault rate was in District 
12 (+233% over 1974) with District 10 second at +171.6 percent. The lowest 
increase in aggravated assault 'rate was in District 2 (+14.4% over 1974). 

The second highest incre~~ses were in larceny rates (+6.2% in Western Oregon 
and +18.1% in Eastern Oregon). The highest increase in larceny rate wag, in 
District 12 (+70.2% over 1974) with the second high~st in District 10 (+24.7% 
over 1974). Districts 7 and 9 showed decreases in larceny rates of -5.9% and 
-6.1% from 1974 respectively. 

*State of Oregon, ANALYSIS OF CRIMINAL OFFENSES AND ARRESTS, JANUARY­
DECEMnER, 1974, Justice Data Analysis Center and Law Enforcement Data System. 





TABLE 4.2 - INDEX CRIME RAT~S (Per 100,000 POPULATION) BY ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICT 

TOTAL MOTOR 
INDEX VIOLENT PROPERTY FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED VEHICLE 

DISTRICT POPULATION CRINE CRIME CRIME lvIURDER RAPE * ROBBERY ASSAULT ~URGLARY LARCENY THEFT 
RATE RATE RATE RATE RATE RATE RATE IRATE RATE RATE 

1975 47,850 5,657 326 5,331 4 25 (49) 25 272 1,695 3,296 341 
1 1974 47,510 If ,858 210 4,648 4 31 50 125 1.217 3.144 288 

1975 973,500 7,858 610 7,248 7 48 (92) 238 317 2,380 4,203 665 
2 1974 962,360 7,490 577 6,913 7 47 247 277 2.389 3.835 68Q 

1975 252,400 5,835 235 5,600 3 19 (38) 50 162 1,598 3,676 327 
3 1974 250,138 5,234 182 5,052 5 23 41 113 1,307 3,444 301 

" 

1975 172,450 5,723 302 5,421 2 17 '(35) 48 234 1,352 3,773 
t 

297 
4 1974 169,512 5,747 219 5,528 1 16 27 175 1,447 3.} 766 315 

1975 241,800 7,290 360 6,930 3 29 (57) 70 258 2,033 4,492 405 
5 1974 237,000 6,965 284 6,680 3 33 89 159 1,947 4,348 375 

1975 80,400 5,274 410 4,864 4 30 (60) 41 336 1,305 3,312 246 
6 1974 78,500 4,641 237 4,404 5 19 3J 180 1.101 3,032 271 

1975 /3,800 5,033 301 4,732 5 22 (44) 66 207 1,408 2,988 366 
7 1974 72,720 5)210 144 5,066 3 21 25 96 1,575 3,177 314 

1975 156,300 6,357 382 5,975 4 29 (57) 48 301 1,624 4,080 271 
d 1974 153,200 6,103 279 5,824 S' 31 50 193 1.486 4.043 295 

1975 36,720 4,894 229 4,665 5 16 (32) 38 169 1,307 3,105 253 
9 1974 35,98U 5,025 228 4,79'1 14 19 47 147 1,208 3,306 283 

1975 61,790 4,659 247 4,412 2 10 (19) 36 201 1,285 2,858 269 
10 1974 60,840 3,734 102 3,633 2 7 20 74 1,152 2,292 189 

1975 60,960 4,523 325 4,198 10 18 (37) 69 228 1,260 2,613 325 
11 1974 59,856 4,185 232 3,953 7 7 47 172 1,160 2,518 275 

1975 64,900 4,585 325 4,260 5 12 (25) 39 270 i,169 2,823 268 
12 1974 63 340 2 808 117 2,705 6 6 24 81 822 1 659 187 .. 

1975 44,5S0 3,569 186 3,383 9 9 (18) 18 150 747 2,467 168 
13 1974 43,710 2.970 III 2,859 0 14 25 73 668 2.070 120 

1975 31,550 4,431 219 4,212 13 10 (19) 10 187 859 3,173 181 
14 1974 31 340 4.219 148 4,071 16 13 10 110 790 2,997 284 
Western 1975 1,998,500 6,971 462 6,509 5 35 (69) 145 278 1,996 4,022 491 
?I:§)n 1974 1,970) 940 6,624 399 6,224 5 36 . 146 212 1,938 3,787 499 
Eas.tern 1975 300,500 4,459 266 4,193 7 13 (25) 38 208 1,133 2,806 254 oreyon (9- 4)' 1974 295,060 3,725 153 3,573 6 10 29 108 980 2.375 217 
)'Cl~llmbers in parentheses are based on female population. 
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Western Oregon's (Districts 1-8) Total Index Crime rate increased by 5.2 
percent over 1974; Eastern Oregon's rate (Districts 9-14) increased by 
+19.7 pe~cent over 1974. Western Oregon's Violent Index Crime rate increased 
by 15 •. 8 percent in 1975 while Eastern Oregon's rate increased by 73.9 percent. 
Western Oregon's Property Index Crime rate increased by 4.6 percent in 1975 
and Eastern Oregon's rate increased by 11.4 percent. The following table 
illustrates the number of Index offenses reported in 1975 by agencies within 
Western and Eastern Oregon. 

TYPE 

Hurder 
Forcible Rape 
Robbery 
Aggravated Assault 

Total Violent Crimes 

Burglary 
Larceny 
MOtor Vehicle Theft 

Total Property Crimes 

Total Index Crimes 

NUMBER OF OFFENSES 

Western Oregon 
(District 1-8) 

105 
709 

2,864 
,5,550 

9,228 

39,887 
80,387 

9,819 

130,093 

139,321 

Eastern Oregon 
(District 9-14) 

20 
38 

114 
626 

798 

3,405 
8,432 

763 

12,600 

13,398 

Western Oregon's population in 1975 was estimated to be 1»998,500 or 86.9 
percent of the State total and reported 91.2 percent of the Total Index offenses 
statewide. Eastern Oregon represents 12.1 percent of the State total population 
and reported 8.8 perc.ent of the Total Index offenses. 

PART II OFFENSES 

The crime rates (offenses per 100,000 population) for Part II offenses are 
presented in Table ,~, 3 by administrative districts. The highest rate i.n each 
offense category has, been circled for ease of 'recognition. Interesting 
highlights from the table are: 

.the rate for other (or simple) assaults was 2.7 times higher in 
Western Oregon than in Eastern Oregon; 

.the vandalism rate was one and a half times higher in Western Oregon; 

.the rate for runaway juveniles in Western Oregon was over twice that 
of Eas~ern Oregon; 

.the rate for drug abuse in Eastern Oregon was over twice that 
for Western Oregon • 

• the rate for DUlL (driving under the influence of liquor) in Eastern 
Oregon was twice that of Western Oregon. 
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TABLE 4~3 - PART II CRIME RATES (Per 100,00Q Population) BY ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICTS 

Forgery/ Other' 
Other Counter- Embezz1e- Stolen Prosti- Sex 

District Population Assaults Arson feiting Fraud ment Property Vandalism Weapons tution . Offenses 

1 47,850 146 59 67 268 2 23 156 67 6 52 - .-

~ r"" r--, 
2 973,500 52 81 198 10 11 1,594 66 ' 51 ; "1561 \. '/ .-' 

3 252,400 199 48 49 239 1 16 1~574 52 1 90 

4 172,450 172 26 69 230 1 8 1,121 58 0 96 

5* 241,800 230 24 15 48 0 2 660 12 0 31 

6 80,400 183 36 86 354 0 4 1,553 60 1 63 

7 73,800 171 69 87 370 0 20 1,199 58. 1 91 
. 

(~ 8 156J 300 164 65 84 10 19 <~.656 ') 66 1 132 -
9 36,720 60 41 84 114 3 3 773 54 0 38 

10 61,790 53 31 61 178 3 '5 642 16 0 60 

11 60~960 215 G?) 43 136 2 7 848 20 2 56 

12 64,900 14 40 !~2~ 382 0 20 1,097 91 0 46 
,--- -

13 44,580 123 58 54 529 0 4 1,045 ( 96) 4 58 
.-

14 31,550 63 44 105 336 10 0) 1,347 35 0 98 

Western are. 
(1-8) 1,998,500 298 47 &8 250 6 11 1,425 56 25 117 

~~--
Eastern Or~. f! 

(9-14) 300,506 111 51 77 275 2 13 932 52 1 57 
,-. 

*Does not include Eugene or Springfield PD 



TABLE 4.3 (Cont'd.) - PART II CRIME RATES BY ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICT 

Drug Opium, 
Abuse Cocaine 

District Population Total and De-
rivative 

1 47,850 757 10 

2 973,500 200 25 

3 252,400 428 16 

4 172,450· 598 37 

5 ** 241,800 221 27 

6 80,400 643 19 

7 73,800 467 7 

(l 156,300 754 G0 
9 36,720 408 3 

10 61,790 604 18 

11 60,960 225 3 
~m ... ~' 

12 64,900 ~ 8 

13 44,580 646 7 

14 31,550 219 0 

Western Ore. 
(1-8) 1,998,500 350 27 

Eastern Ore. 
(9-14) 300,500 520 7 

*Based on juvenile population estimates. 
**Does not include Eugene or Springfield PD 

Other 
Synthet:ic Danger- Family 

1arijuana Drugs ous Gambling Offenses 
Drugs 

711 0 36 4 27 

130 5 40 5 31 

308 3 ~ 1 ® 
489 3 68 3 39 

148 G0 30 0 16 

534 2 88 6 30 

413 0 47 0 19 

583 15 95 2 25 

381 3 21 0 5 

539 2 45 0 24 

202 5 15 2 15 

@) 3 87 0 60 

576 9 54 2 25 

203 0 16 0 48 

262 6 55 4 34 

466 4 43 1 30 

!Liquor Run-
DUlL lLaws aways* 

1,716 612 1,420 

598 199 1,816 

885 239 1,600 

791 300 1,588 

511 59 504 

1,388 330 409 

1,168 593 Q.85D 

1,262 309 1,600 

1,460 84 463 

1,274 134 1,001 

1,214 123 347 

~,934) ~ 852 
'- ~. 

1,117 233 945 

1,369 228 632 

772 234 1,519 

1,414 264 721 
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The fourteen administrative districts are ranked in order according to Total 
Index Crime rates in 1975 as presented in Table 4.4. District 2 continued 
to report the highest number of Index offenses and exhibited the highest 
calculated Index Crime rate, forcible rape rate, robbery rate, burglary rate, 
and motor vehicle theft rate. District 14 had the highest murder rate; 
the highest aggravated assault rate was for District 6; and the highest 
larceny rate was for District 5. 

A further ranking of Index Crime rate ~n 1975 by the thirty-six counties in 
Oregon is presented in Table 4.5 including their respective rankings in 1974. 
Multnomah County, with approximately 24 percent of the State's total population, 
reported 36 percent of the total Index offenses statewide and a calculated 
Index Crime rate (offenses per 100,000 population) of 10,181 - an increase of 
3.0 percent over 1974. Lane County is ranked second in Index Crime rate with 
6,965 offenses per 100,000 population - an increase of 4.7 percent over 1974. 

The population for the State, excluding Multnomah County, was estimated to be 
1,751,100 or 76 percent of the total population statewide with a calculated 
Index Crime rate of 5,522 offenses per 100,000 population - an increase of 
5.9 percent over 1974. The four 'top ranked counties of Multnomah, Lane, Jackson 
and Marion combined represent 1,067,300 residents or 46.4 percent of the pop­
ulation statewide and reported aPP1t:'oximately 61 percent of the total Index 
offenses statewide. 

71 

';l 
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TABLE 4.4- INDEX CRIME RATE - RANKED BY ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICT 

Crime Rates (Per 100,000 Populatio~ 
Aggra- Motor 

Forcible vated Vehicle 
Rank District Population Total Violent Property Murder Rape Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Theft 

1 2 973,500 7,858 610 7,248 7 48 238 317 2,380 4~203 665 

2 5 241,800 7,290 360 6,930 3 29 70 258 2,033 4,492 405 

STATE 2,299,000 6,632 435 6,197 6 32 129 269 1,881 3,861 455 

3 8 156,300 6,357 382 5,975 4 29 48 301 1,624 4,080 271 

4 3 252,400 5~e35 235 5,600 3 19 50 162 1,598 3,676 327 

STATE Less 
District 2 1,325,500 5,750 308 5,442 4 21 50 233 1,518 3,614 i,~ 310 

5 4 172,450 5,723 302 5,421 2 17 48 234 1,352 3,773 297 

6 1 47,850 5,657 326 5,331 4 25 25 272 1,695 3,296 341 

7 -6 80,400 5,274 410 4,864 4 30 41 336 1,305 3,312 246 

8 7 73,800 5 [i033 301 4,732 5 22 66 207 1,408 2,988 366 
-'. 

9 9 36,720 4,894 229 4,665 5 16 38 169 1,307 3,105 253 

10 10 61,790 4,659 247 4,412 2 10 36 201 1,285 2,858 269 

11 12 64,900 4,585 325 4,260 5 12 39 270 1,169 2,823 268 

12 11 60,960 4,523 325 4,198 10 18 69 228 1,260 2,613 325 

13 14 31,550 4,431 219. 4,212 13 10 10 187 859 3,173 181 

14 13 44,580 3,569 186 3,383 9 9 18 150 74-7 2,467 168 



RANK RANK 
1975 1974 ,COUNTY 

1 1 Mu1tnomah 
2 2 Lane 
3 3 Jackson 
4 6 Marion 

Total State 
5 5 L:I.rln 
6 9 C1ataop 
7 4 Lincoln 
8 8 Wasco 
9 29 Jefferson 
10 11 Clackamas 

State Less Mu1t.Co. 
11 14 Tillamook 
12 7 Coos 
13 13 Benton 
14 15 Douglas 
15 25 Umatilla 
16 17 Deschutes 
17 12 Josephine 
18 16 Klamath 
19 22 Yamhill 
20 21 Harney 
21 18 Ma1heur 
22 19 Washington 
23 24 Union 
24 10 Hood River 
25 20 Baker 
26 27 Curry 
27 23 Gilliam 
28 32 Columbia 
29 33 Sherman 
30 28 Polk 
31 31 Crook 
32 30 Morrow 
33 26 Wheeler 
34 34 Grant 
35 35 Lake 
36 36 Wallowa 

POPULATION 

547,900 
241,800 
110,700 
166,900 

2,299,000 
81,000 
29,350 
27,650 
20,230 
9,690 

202,900 
1,751,100 

18,500 
59,700 
63,800 
80,400 
48,200 
40,300 
45,600 
54,400 
44,900 

7,350 
24,200 

190,900 
22,100 
14,300 
15,700 
14,100 

2,120 
31,800 

2,190 
40,600 
11,800 

5,190 
2,010 
7,380 
6,560 
6,780 

TOTAL INDEX 
CRIME RATE 
1975 1974 

10,181 9,882 
7,290 6,965 
6,948 6,594 
6,826 6,085 
6,632 6,247 
5,996 6,228 
5,833 5,110 
5,783 6,341 
5,724 5,411 
5,583 2,592 
5,560 4,919 
5,522 5,216 
5,378 4,592 
5,369 5,746 
5,357 4,803 
5,274 4,559 
5,243 3,058 
4,953 4,427 
4,925 4,900 
4,827 4,552 
4,588 3,809 
4,544 3,812 
4,397 4,282 
4,369 4,139 
4,041 3,078 
3,979 4,949 
3,815 4,045 
3,610 2,982 
3,538 3,333 
3,443 2,103 
3,196 1,925 
3,143 2,742 
2,898 2,321 
2,794 2,400 
2,687 3,049 
2,371 1,275 
1,997 1,240 
1,460 271 

.> 

TABI£ 4.5 INDEX 'CRIME RANkED BY COUN1Y 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

+ 3.0% 
+ 4.7% 
+ 5.4% 
+ 12.2% 
+ 6.2% 
- 3.7% 
+ 14.1% 
- 8.8% 
+ 5.8% 
+115.4% 
+ 13.0% 
+ 5.9% 
+ 17.1% 
- 6.6% 
+ 11.5% 
+ 15.7% 
+ 71.5% 
+ 11.9% 
+ 0.5% 
+ 6.0% 
+ 20.5% 
+ 19.2% 
+ 2.7% 
+ 5.6% 
+ 31.3% 
- 19.6% 
- 5.7% 
+ 21.1% 
+ 6.2% 
+ 63.7% 
+ 66.0% 
+ 14.6% 
+ 24.9% 
+ 16.4% 
- 11.9% 
+ 86.0% 
+ 61.0% 
+438.7% 

I CRIME RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION - 1975 

VIOLENT PROPERTY FORCIBLE 
CRIMES CRIMES I MU RDER RAPE ROBBERY 

901 9,280 10 69 391 
360 6,.930 3 29 70 
397 6,551 5 35 50 
258 6,568 4 24 67 
436 6,196 6 32 129 
384 5,612 4 17 58 
402 5,431 7 31 37 
365 5,418 0 25 33 
218 5,506 10 20 35 
711 4,872 0 10 41 
250 5,310 5 31 34 
290 5,232 4 21 47 
205 5,173 0 16 5 
321 5,048 5 22 75 
171 5,186 2 14 42 
411 4,863 4 30 41 
403 4,840 6 15 48 
D8 4,775 2 12 42 
344 4,581 0 13 44 
356 4,471 11 20 77 
187 4,401 2 4 27 
531 4,013 0 0 0 
124 4,273 17 12 12 
220 4,149 1 11 51 
226 3,815 0 9 27 
245 3,734 0 14 21 
166 3,649 13 13 13 
212 3,398 7 21 28 
236 3,302 0 0 94 
224 3,219 9 16 13 
229 2,967 0 0 183 
192 2,951 0 17 5 
101 2,797 0 0 8 

58 2,7:36 0 0 0 
o 2,687 0 0 0 

122 1,249 0 14 0 
61 1,936 0 0 0 

103 1,357 29 0 0 

AGGRAVATED 
ASSAULT BURGLARY 

431 2,990 
258 2,033 
307 1,769 
163 1,862 
269 1,881 
305 1,609 
327 1,625 
307 1,935 
153 1,512 
660 1,394 
180 2,006 
218 1,534 
184 1,806 
219 1,528 
113 777 
336 1,305 
334 1,286 
122 1,358 
287 1,272 
248 1,311 
154 1,343 
531 1,156 
83 769 

158 1,289 
190 847 
210 1,126 
127 770 
156 901 
142 943 
186 820 

46 594 
170 793 

93 949 
58 886 

0 896 
108 746 

61 838 
74 369 

LARCENY 

5,378 
4,492 
4,470 
4,306 
3,861 
3,630 
3,421 
3,183 
3,722 
3,199 
2,873 
3,386 
3,097 
3,139 
4,210 
3,312 
3,257 
3,114 
3,134 
2,816 
2,844 
2,653 
3,331 
2,579 
2,769 
2,398 
2,713 
2,348 
2,J.23 
2,204 
2,008 
2,008 
1,704' 
1,734 
1,642, 
1,273 

930 
914 

MOTOR 
VEHICLE 
THEFT 

912 
405 
312 
400 
455 
373 
385 
300 
272 
279 
431 
312 
270 
381 

,199 
246 
297 
303 
175 
344 
214 
204 
173 
281 
199 
210 
166 
149 
236 
195 
365 
150 
144 
116 
149 
230 
168 

74 
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TABLE 4.6 ARRESTS BY ADI'~INISTMTIVE DISTRICTS 

ADMINIST~~TIVE DISTRICT Western ~astern 

TYPE OF OFFENSE Oregon pregon 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 .11 12 13 14 (1-8) 9-14) 

~ .. -
MURDER 2 58 15 4 14 6 3 8 2 2 8 3 3 1 110 19 
MANSLAUGHTER 0 17 2 3 4 0 0 3 1 0 0 1 0 1 29 3 
FORCIBLE RAPE . 5 114 . 16 16 20 9 9 14 2 2 9 2 3 1 203 19 
ROBBERY 10 509 66 58 52 16 23 25 0 12 23 16 3 2 759 56 
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 68 888 182 270 244 139 80 144 34 65 109 67 44 24 2,015 343 
BURGLARY 117 2,486 694 532 669 239 360 434 72 175 201 140 82 63 5,531 733 
LARCENY 263 6,939 1,967 1,251 1,731 618 589 1,097 249 451 449 431 244 153 14,455 1,977 
MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 49 937 260 192 200 95 100 113 41 76 59 71 59 37 1,946 343 
OTHER ASSAULTS 39 668 223 140 183 60 61 47 48 35 43 47 36 7 1,421 216 
ARSON 2 98 56 16 5 16 8 35 12 7 22 5 4 5 246 55 
FORGERY - COUNTERFEXTING 7 291 60 51 36 32 21 22 16 28 19 10 7 7 520 87 
FRAUD 18 216 151 133 92 81 64 87 11 33 53 19 36 27 842 179 
EMBEZZLEMENT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
STOLEN PROPERTY 28 185 65 42 67 21 23 33 10 7 16 5 4 8 464 50 
VANDALISM 92 1,032 330 288 325 216 103 143 47 89 85 74 64 32 2,529 391 
WEAPONS (carrying, possession) 32 489 116 74 135 26 20 55 25 19 24 33 13 12 947 126 
PROSTITUTION 0 616 0 0 36 1 0 16 0 0 0 0 2 0 669 2 
SEX OFFENSES 14 192 77 44 41 17 24 6 7 8 12 14 4 10 415 55 
DRUG ABUSE - TOTAL 262 2,394 803 957 1,207 484 309 669 182 454 114 358 254 60 7,085 1,422 
OPIUM, COCAINE, & • .DERIVATIVES 7 378 20 97 95 7 17 26 4 13 9 1 2 0 647 29 

MARIJUANA 243 1,558 607 786 986 424 263 581 172 1,,19 98 322 225 54 5,448 1,290 
SYNTHETIC NARCOTICS 1. 44 8 9 14 1 2 14 0 1 3 0 6 0 93 10 
OTHER DANGEROUS DRUGS 11- 414 168 65 112 52 27 48 6 21 4 35 21 6 897 93 
GAMBLING 0 66 0 0 1 1 6 4 0 0 11 0 2 0 78 13 
OFFENSES AGAINST FAMILY 4 29 16 17 31 4 0 5 1 ·4 3 2 1 4 106 15 
DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE 821 5,822 2,211 1,362 t,N6 1;116. 843 1,949 535 786 739 1,240 480 431 16,370 4,211 

LIOUOR LAWS 1,108 3,723 1,094 1,370 1,849 514 611 773 266 456 435 729 444 175 11,,042 2,505 
DRUNKENESS 10 206 150 35 47 31 31 48 29 64 12 29 3 23 558 160 
DISORDERLY CONDUCT 100 1,225 465 393 454 248 287 374 57 114 223 162 73 133 3,546 762 
ALL OTHER OFFENSES 252 1,803 1,286 658 1,501 209 257 452 . 134 143 483 317 159 75 6,418 l'~¥a-CURFEW - LOITERING J.32 1,378 247 222 321 38 129 161 69 36 80 58 49 16 2,628 

R 105 1 317 570 342 464 69 100 237 77 109 131 153 57 57 3,204 584 
TOTAL 3,540 33,698 11,122 8,470 11,985 4,306 4,061 6,955 1,927 3,175 3,363 3,986 2,130 1,364 84,137 15,945 
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STANDARD METROPOLITAN ST!"TISTICAL AREAS (SMSA) 

Within three of Oregon's administrative districts (2, 3, and 5 inclusive) 
are three metropolitan areas designated as Standard Metropolitan Statistical 
Areas (SMSA) by the Bureau of the Census. The Bureau of the Census recog­
llized 243 Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas in the United States and 
four in Puerto Rico in the 1970 Census. 

Except in the New England States, an SMSA is a county or group of contiguous 
counties which contain at least one city of 50,000 population or more, or 
"twin cities" with a combined population of at least 50,000. In addition to 
the county or counties containing such a city or cities, contiguous counties 
are included in the SMSA if, according to certain criteria, they are socially 
and economically integrated with the central city. One of the prime reasons for 
establishing SMSAs was to delineate densely populated areas. It is therefore 
meaningful to compile reported crime data by these designated areas, since 
population density plays a role in crime rates. Cities located within areas 
of dense population concentration tend to have relatively more crimes than 
do isolated cities. 

There are three SMSAs in Oregon: Portland SMSA, Salem SMSA, and Eugene SMSA 
as depicted by the map in Figure 4.2. For purposes of this r~port, Portland 
SMSA does not include Clark County, Washington. 

The total population living in the three SMSAs combined was 1,391,000 in 1975 
or 60.5 percent of the State total. This is approximately 3.0 percent lower 
than in 1974. According to population estimates, there were decreases in 
population of major cities throughout the United States in 1975 with increased 
population in the rural areas. 

There were a total of 105,699 Index Crimes reported in 1975 within the three 
SMSAs representing 69.3 percent of the State's total Index Crimes. 
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PORTLAND SMSA 

The Portland SMSA, for this report, is comprised of Multnomah, Clackamas, 
and Washington Counties with the core city being Portland. 

The estimated population for the Portland SMSA in 1975 was 941,700 or 41 percent 
of the State total. There were 75,404 Index offenses in 1975 which represents 
49.5' percent of the State total. The number of Index offenses, arrests and 
clearances for the Portland SMSA in 1975 and 1974 are presented in Table 4.7, 
including calculated rates per 100,000 population. 

The total Index Crime rate in 1975 was 8,007 offenses per 100,000, .an increase 
of 11.4 percent over 1974. The violent crime rate increased by 12.3 percent 
(from 555 in 1974 to 623 in 1975). The property crime rate increased by 11.4 
percent (from 6,631 in 1974 to 7,384 in 1975). The highest increase in 1975 
was in the rate for aggravated assault (21.1% higher in 1975 than 1974). 

The number of people arrested by police agencies within the Portland SMSA 
increased in 1975 for every category of Index crime. Correlating the number 
of people arrested with the total population yields a rate per 100,000 pop­
ulation. The arrest rate for total Index Crimes increased 20.8 percent 
in 1975. The most noted increase was in the number of arrests per 100,000 
population for murder and forcible rape (+50% over 1974). 

Of the total 75,404 Index offenses in 1975, 12,102 or 16.0 percent were cleared. 
Of the y;j.olent offenses, 39.0 percent were cleared, and 14.1 percent of the 
property offenses were cleared. The data indicates increased clearance rates in 
1975 for every Index offense category. The highest clearance rate was 82.6 
percent for murder with .aggravated assault second at 48.1 percent. 
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NUMBER 
TYPE OF OFFENSE YEAR OF 

OFFENSES 

MURDER 1975 69 
1974 68 

FORCIBLE 1975 459 
RAPE 1974 439 

ROBBERY 1975 2,312 
1974 2,372 

AGGRAVATED 1975 3,028 
ASSAULT 1974 2,639 

VIOLENT 1975 5,868 
CRIME 1974 5,518 

-
BURGLARY 1975 22,910 

1974 22,824 

LARCENY 1975 40,219 
1974 36,460 

MOTOR VEHICLE 1975 6,407 
THEFT 1974 6,595 

PROPERTY 1975 69,536 
CRIME 1974 65,879 

TOTAL 1975 75,404 
1974 71,397 

TABLE 4.7 - INDEX OFFENSES, ARRESTS, AND CLEARANCES 
1974 and 1975 
PORTLAND SMSA 

RATE PER NUMBER RATE PER 
100,000 PERCENT OF 100,000 PERCENT 
POPULATION CHANGE ARRESTS POPULATION CHANGE 

7 --- 52 6 +50.0% 
7 L~3 4 

49 + 11.4% 110 12 +50'.0% 
44 78 8 

245 + 2.9% 501 53 + 6.0% 
238 498 50 

322 + 21.1% 855 91 +30.0% 
266 697 70 

623 + 12.3% 1,518 162 +22.7% 
555 1,316 132 

2,433 + 5.9% 2,43Z 258 +17.3% 
2,297 2,183 220 

4,217 + 16.4% 6,791 721 +23.7% 
3,670 5,792 583 

680 + 2.4% 926 98 + 7.7% 
664 905 91 

7,384 + 11.4% 10,149 1,077 +20.5% 
6,631 8,880 894 

8,007 + 11.4% 11,667 1,239 +20.8% 
7,186 10,196 1,026 

NUMBER PERCENT OF 
OF OFFENSES 
CLEARANCES CLEARED 

57 82.6% 
49 72.1% 

186 40.5% 
143 32.6% 

589 25.5% 
424 17.9% 

1,455 48.1% 
1,211 45.9% 

2,287 39.0% 
1,827 33.1% 

3,249 14.2% 
2,512 11.0% 

5,808 14.4% 
4,744 13.0% 

758 11.8% 
568 8.6% 

9,815 14.1% 
7,824 11.8% 

12,102 16.0% 
'j 9,651 13.5% 



CITY OF PORTLAND 

Portland is the core city within the Portland SMSA as well as the largest 
city in Oregon. The estimated popUlation in Portland in 1975 was 375,000 -
an increase of 0.1 percent over 1974. The City of Portland's population 
represents 16.3 percent of the State's population and reported 27.7 percent 
of the total Index Crime statewide. 

Portland is one of eight cities participating in LEAA's High-Impact Anti-Crime 
program announced on January 13, 1972. The Impact program had two basic 
objectives:* 

.To reduce the incidence of five specific crimes by five 
percent in two years and twenty percent in five years • 

• To improve criminal justice capabilities via the demonstration 
of a comprehensive crime-oriented planning, implementation and 
evaluation cycle in eight American cities. The cities are: 
Atlanta, Baltimore, Cleveland, Dallas, Denver, Newark, Portland 
(Oregon) and St. Louis (see Figure 4.3). 

The Index Crime offenses reported by each of the Impact cities for 1974 and 
1975, including the percentage change between the two years, is presented 
in Table 4.8. These totals are actual offense totals and not crime rates 
per 100,000 population due to the unavailability of 1975 population figures. 

The changes in the number of Total Index Offenses (1974-1975) ranged from 
a decrease of 7.6% for the City of Baltimore to an increase of 14.8% for 
the City of Dallas, with an average of 4.5% increase among all eight Impact 
cities. Portland ranked number three among the eight Impact cities in terms 
of rate of change in Total Index Offenses. 

For Violent Index Offenses, Baltimore had the largest decrease at 7.4%, while 
St. Louis had an increase of 12.9% with an average increase of 2.64%. 
Portland ranked number four in terms of percentage decrease of Violent Index 
offenses. Property Index Offenses ranged from an increase of l6.3%.for Dallas 
to a decrease of 7,7 percent for Baltimoi'e with an average ,increase of 
4.69% for all cities. Portland ranked number two in terms of decrease of 
Property Ind,ex Offenses. 

*Refer to HIGH IMPACT ANTI-CRIME PROGRAM, NATIONAL LEVEL EVALUATION REPORT, 
The Mitre Corporation, January, 1976. 
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TABLE 4.8 INDEX OFFENSES - IMPACT CITIES 1974-1975* 

IMPACT CITY 

PORTLAND 1974 
1975 

% Change 
ATLANTA 1974 

1975 
% Change 

BALTIMORE 1974 
1975 

% Change 
CLEVELAND 1974 

1975 
% Change 

DALLAS 1974 
1975 

% Change 
DENVER 1974 

1975 
% Chan~e 

NEWARK 1974 
1975 

% Change 
ST. LOUIS 1974 

1975 
% Change 

TOTAL 
INDEX 
OFFENSES 

41,814 
42,290 
+1.1% 
48,650 
48,884 
+ 0.5% 
76,235 
70,411 
- 7.6% 
52,022 
57,806 
+11.1% 
82,246 
94,411 
+14.8% 
47,744 
50,387 
+ 5.5% 
32,690 
34,572 
+ 5.8% 
66,400 
69,401 
+ 4.5% 

TOTAL 
VIOLENT 
OFFENSES 

4,047 
4,076 

+ 0.7% 
8,414 
8,033 

- 4.5% 
17,366 
16,086 
- 7.4% 

9,588 
10,403 
+ 8.5% 

7,654 
7,655 

+ O.O:L% 
4,702 
4,960 

+ 5.5% 
6,773 

.7,136 
+ 5.4% 

9,357 
10,565 
+12.9% 

TOTAL 
PROPERTY MURDER 
OFFENSES OFFENSES 

37,767 42 
~8,214 48 
+ 1.2% +14.3% 
40,236 248 
40,851 185 
+ 1.5% -25.4% 
5~,869 293 
54,325 259 
... 7.7% -oIl. 6% 
42,434 306 
47,403 288 
+11. 7% - 5.9% 
74,592 196 
85,756 237 
+16.3% +20.9% 
43,042 74 
45,427 74 
+ 5.5% ---
25,917 130 
27,436 122 
+ 5.9% - 6.2% 
57,043 202 
58,836 242 
+ 3.1% + 9.9% 

*Offense data from F.B.I. annual Uniform Crime Report - 1974 
and preliminary release - March 25, 1976. 

FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED 
RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURG~~Y LARCENY 
OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES 

267 1,916 1,822 13,293 20,323 
287 1,843 1,898 12,704 21,789 , 
+ 7.5% - 3.8% + 4.2% - 4.4% + 7.2% 
440 4.357 3,%9 16,802 19,320 
443 3,887 3,518 1lf,501 22,612 
+ 0.7% -10.8% + 4.4% - -13.4% +17.0% 
486 10,208 6,379 18,790 30,865 
463 9,055 6,309 15,787 30,936 
- 4.7% -11.3% - 1.1% -16.0% + 0.2% 
441 6,113 2.,728 12,791 16,003 
491 7,100 2,524 13,001 19,496 
+11.3% +16.1% - 7.5% + 1.6% +21.8% 
635 3,144 3,679 26,232 42,277 
547 3,386 3,485 25,924 54,843 
-13.9% + 7.7% - 5.3% - 1.2% +29.7% 
403 2,307 1,918 17,140 19,506 
480 2,568 1,838 18,248 21,888 
+19.1% +11.3% - 4.2% + 6.5% +12.2% 
290 4,231 2,122 10,122 9,258 
297 4,273 2,444 10,321 10,501 
+ 2.4% + 1.0% +15.2% + 2.0% +13.4% 
445 5,300 3,410 19,885 28,441 
462 6,288 3,573 18,976 30,233 
+ 3.8% +18.6% + 4.8% - 4.6% + 6.3% 

MOTOR VEHICLE 
THEFT 
OFFENSES 

4,151 
3,721 

-10.4% 
4,114 
3,738 

- 9.1% 
9,214 
7,602 

-17 .5% 
13,640 
14,906 
+ 9.3% -6,083 

5,989 
- 1.5% 

6,396 
5,291 

-17.3% 
6,537 
6,614 

+1.2% 
8,717 
9,627 

+10.4% 



The percentage difference between reported Index offenses and projected 
values for the 1975 data, derived from a simple linear regression, are shown 
in Figure 4.4 for Portland. Data used for the regression was obtained from 
FBI annual UCR reports for the period from 1968 to 1974. Of the eight Impact 
cities, Atlanta, Newark, and Portland had historical total Index offense data 
which "fit" a straight line model with data for the other cities not support­
ing a straight line model. The amount of variance "explained" by the regression 
model ranged from 54% for Baltimore to 7% for Cleveland with the data showing 
rather large fluctuations from year to year. Using this method t the number 
of total Index offenses was expected to increase 4.1 percent in 1975; the 
number of reported offenses actually increased by 1.1 percent. 

Proiected 
+4.1 % L Actll~l, 

+1..L % 

FIGURE 4.4 PORTLAND - COMPARISON OF ACTUAL AND PROJECTED 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN INDEX OFFENS7.S (1974-1975) 

~he percentage difference of "actual" vs. "projected" burglary offenses for 
Portland are shown in Figure 4.5. As with the analysis of Total Index 
Offenses, a simple linear regression was performed on data from the 1968 to 
1974 FBI annual UCR reports. This model "fit" the data in terms of signifi­
cant F values for the regression in five of the eight Impact cities with a sixth 
city, Baltimore, very nearly achieving significance. The data for Cleveland, 
Newark, St. Louis, and Baltimore did not fit the straight line model. In 
spite of not quite achieving a significant regression, the Baltimore data for 
1975 most nearly approximated its projected 1975 value with a projected de­
crease of 20.3% and an actual decrease of 16.0%. Portland and Atlanta, 
whose data most nearly fit a straight line wh;i.ch was used to project increase 
in burglary offenses, both showed decreases, in actual offenses. As illustrated, 
Portland had a projected increase of 8.7 percent and an actual decrease of 4.4 
percent in 1975. 

Projected 
+8.7 % 

Actual 
-4.4 % 

FIGURE 4.5 PORTLAND - COMPARISON OF ACTUAL AND PROJECTED 
PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN BURGLARY OFFENSES (1974-1975) 
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CITY OF PORTLAND - SELECTED OFFENSES 

The number of burglary offenses in Portland in 1974 compared to 1975 is shown 
in Table 4.9. As illustrated, the total number of offenses decreased by 4.4 
percent in 1975. Residential burglaries dlecreased by 2.1 percent compared to 
commercial offenses which decreased by 9.0 percent. The largest decrease 
(-36.3%) was in daytime burglaries of conunercial establishments. The night­
time residential burglaries decreased by 8.0 percent; however, daytime 
residential offenses increased by 1.9 percent. 

The number of night, day and unknown time burglary offenses were combined 
as shown at the bottom of Table 4.9. There is no appreciable difference 
between the three percentage ch~nges. Offenses involving forcible entry 
increased 2.6 percent over 1974; offenses involving no force in entry de­
creased by 20.3 percent; a~d attempted burglaries increased by 7.9 percent. 

TYPE 

RESIDENTIAL 
Night (6pm-6am) 
Day (6am-6pm) 
Unknown 

NON-RESIDENTIAL 
Night (6pm-6am) 
Day (6am-6pm) 
Unknown 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 
Night 
Day 
Unknown 

Forcible Entry 
No Force Used 
Attempted 

TABLE 4.9 - BURGLARY OFFENSE 
IN PORTLAND 1974-1975 

NUMBER OF NUMBER OF 
OFFENSES OFFENSES 
1974 1975 

(8,765) (8,583) 
2,320 2,135 
2,998 3,055 
3,447 3,393 

(4,528) (4,121) 
1,782 1,771 

512 326 
2,234 2,024 

13,293 12,704 

4,102 3,906 
3,510 3,381 
5,681 5,L.17 

8,103 8,316 
,4,290 3,417 

900 971 

% CHANGE 

(-2.1%) 
-8.0% 
+1.9% 
-1.6% 

(-9.0%) 
-0.6% 

-36.3% 
-9.4% 

-4.4% 

-4.8% 
-3.7% 
-4.6% 

+2.6% 
-20.3% 
+7.9% 
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Robbery 

The number of robbery offenses in Portland in 1975 compared to 1974 by target 
location is shown in Table 4.10. 

In total, the number of robbery offenses decreased in 1975 by 3.8 percent. 
The largest decrease was in the number of robberies of commercial houses or 
businesses (27.7 percent reduction). The second largest decrease was in the 
number of bank robberies (~18.8 percent). The highest increase occurred in 
highway robberies at +16.2 percent over 1974 with the other increase being 
a 9.7% increase in gas station robberies. 

TABLE 4.10 - ROBBERY OFFENSES 
IN PORTLAND 1974-1975 

NUMBER OF NUMBER OF 
OFFENSES OFFENSES 

TARGET 1974 1975 % CHANGE 

Highway (streets, 
alleys, etc.) 445 517 +16.2% 

Commercial House 332 240 -27.7% 
Gas Station 72 79 + 9.7% 
Chain Store 219 216 - 1.4% 
Residence 156 149 - 4.5% 
Banking 

Institutions 32 26 -18.8% 
Miscellaneous 660 616 - 6.7% 

TOTAL 1,916 1,843 - 3.8% 

Larceny 

The number of larceny offenses in Portland in 1975 compared to 1974 by type 
is shown in Table 4.11. 

In total, the number of larceny offenses in Portland increased in 1975 by 7.2 
percent. The largest reduction in the types of larcenies was in theft of 
bicycles (-24.6% in 1975). The highest increase occurred in thefts from coin­
op9rated machines(+95.9% over 1974). Since many coin-operated machines are 
inside buildings, this may be related to the large increase in other thefts 
within buildings (+24.4 percent over 1974). Combining the nlnnbeL of thefts of 
artic.1es from motor vehicles with the thefts of motor vehicle parts, results 
in an inc.rease of 13.4 percent in 1975. Interestingly, the number of reported 
motor vehicle thefts in Portland decreased by 10.4 percent over 1974. 
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TABLE 4.11 - LARCENY OFFENSES 
IN PORTLAND 1974-1975 

NUMBER OF NUMBER OF 
OFFENSES OFFENSES 

TYPE 1974 1975 % CHANGE 

Pocket-Picking 197 166 -15.7% 
Purse-Snatching 429 399 - 7.0% 
Shoplifting 2,442 2,682 + 9.8% 
From MOtor Vehicles 4,899 5,275 + 7.7% 
MOtor Vehicle Parts 3,572 4,332 +21.3% 
Bicycles 2,443 1,842 -24.6% 
From Buildings 3,769 4,687 +24.4% 
From Coin-Operated 

Machines 123 241 +95.9% 
All Other 2,449 2,165 -11.6% 

TOTAL 20,323 21,789 + 7. 2,~ 

EUGENE SMSA 

The Eugene SMSA is comprise.d of Lane County which ;!.S also the Admin:tstrative 
District 5 and includes Eugene and its core city. 

The estimated population for the Eugene SMSA in 1975 was 241,800 or 10.5 
percent of the State total. There were 17,627 Index offenses in 1975 which 
represents 11.6 percent of the State total. The number of Index offenses, 
arrests, and clearances for the Eugene SMSA in 1975 and 1974 are presented 
in Table 4.12, including calculated rates per 100,000 population. 

The Index Crime rate in Eugene SMSA in 1975 was 7,290 offenses per 100,000 
population - an~ncrease of 4.7 percent over 1974. The Violent Index Crime 
rate increased by 26.3 percent (from 285 in 1974 to 360 in 1975) and the 
Property Index Crime rate increased by 3.7 percent (from 6,630 in 1974 to 
6,930 in 1975). The increase in total Index Crime rate and Property Crime 
rate were lower than the increases for either Portland or Salem SMSA, however, 
the increase in the Violent Crime rate was the highest among the three SMSAs. 
The highest increase in 1975 for the Eugene SMSA was in the rate for aggra­
vated assault (+61.3% higher in 1975 than 1974). The robbery rate decreased 
by 21.3 percent for the Eugene SMSA while it increased in the other two SMSAs. 

The number of people arrested by police agencies within the Eugene SMSA decreas­
ed in 1975 for robbery, burglary, larceny and motor vehicle theft and increased 
for murder, forcible rape, and aggravated assaul t • Rela ting the number 0 f 
arrests with the total population yields a rate per 100,000 population. The 
arrest rate for total Index Crimes decreased by 11.7 percent in 1975; the 
Property Crime arrest rate decreased by 14.5 percent irt 1975; while the.~:rrest 
rate for violent crimes increased by 20.2 percent. The arrest rate for a:ggra­
vated assault increased 60.3 percent in 1975 with the most noted decrease being 
for motor vehicle theft (-30.8% in a'rrest rate over 1974). 

Of the 17,627 Index offenses in the Eugene SMSA in 1975, 2,994 or 17.0 
percent were cleared. Of the violent offenses, 37.3 percent were cleared 
and 15.9 percent of the property offenses were cleared. 
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TYPE OF OFFENSE YEAR 

M"uRDER 1975 
1974 

'FORCIBLE 1975 
RAPE 1974 

ROBBERY 1975 
1974 

AGGRAVATED 1975 
ASSAULT 1974 

VIOLENT 1975 
CRIME 1974 

BURGLARY 1975 
1974 

LARCENY 1975 
1974 

MOTOR VEHICLE 1975 
THEFT 1974 

PROPERTY 1975 
CRIME 1974 

.. 

TOTAL 1975 
1974 

TABLE 4.12 - INDEX OFFENSES, ARRESTS, AND CLEARANCES 
1974 and 1975 

EUGENE SMSA 

NUMBER RATE PER NUMBER RATE PER 
OF 100,000 PERCENT OF 100:>000 PERCENT 
OFFENSES POPULATION C~GE ARRESTS POPULATION CHANGE 

7 3 --- 14 6 +100.0% 
7 3 8 3 

69 29 - 12.1% 20 8 ---
79 33 19 8 

170 70 - 21.3% 52 22 - 45.0% 
210 89 94 40 

625 258 + 61.3% 244 101 + 60.3% 
378 160 148 63 

871 360 + 26.3% 330 137 - 20.2% 
674 285 269 llt+ 

4,915 2,033 + 4.4% 669 276 - 18.6% 
4,614 1,947 803 339 

10,861 4,492 + 3.1% 1,731 716 - 10.4% 
10,329 4,358 1,894 799 

980 405 + 8.0% 200 83 - 30.8% 
889 375 285 120 

16,756 6,930 + 3.7% 2,600 1,075 - 14.5% 
15,832 6,680 2,982 1,258 

17,627 7,290 + 4.7% 2,930 1,212 - 11.7% 
16,506 6,965 3,251 1,372 

NUMBER PERCENT Ol!~ 

OF OFFENSES 
CLEARANCES CLEARED 

10 100.0% 
6 85.7% 

33 47.8% 
22 27.8% 

33 19.4% 
84 40.0% 

249 39.8% 
144 38.1% 

325 37.3% 
256 38.0% 

783 15.9% 
801 17.4% 

1,704 15.7% 
1,610 15.6% 

182 18.6% 
302 34.0% 

-
2,669 15.9% 
2,713 17.1% 

-
2,994 17.0% 
2,969 17.8% 
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CITY OF EUGENE - INDEX CRIME 

Eugene is the core city within the Eugene SMSAas well as the second largest 
city in Oregon. The estimated population in Eugene in 1975 was 94,600 - an 
increase of 0.9 percent over 1974. lhe City of Eugene's population represents 
4.1 percent of the State's population. 
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The number of Index offenses in Eugene in 1975, compared with 1974, are illustrat­
ed in Table 4.13. There were 8,969 Index offenses in 1975 - an increase 
of 7.4 percent over 1974. Violent crimes totalled 412, an increase of 14.8 
percent, while property crimes, totalling 8,557, increased by 7.1 percent. 

Aggravated assault accounted for the greatest increase of 42.6 percent. MOto~ 
vehicle theft increased by 10.2 percent; larceny +8.3%; and burglary, +3.3%. 
Further examination of aggravated assault reveals that the number of offenses 
committed by a dangerous weapon (firearm, knife, or other) increased by 28.4 
percent while the number of offenses committed by strongarm (hands, fists, 
feet) increased by 59.3 percent. . 

The total number of forcible rape offenses decreased by 23.3 percent. Further 
examination reveals that the number of attempted rapes did not increase in 
1975 but remained unchanged while the number of rape offenses by force decreased 
by 38.5 percent. 

The total index crime rate in Eugene was 9,481 offenses per 100,000 population 
in 1975 - an increase of 6.5 percent over 1974. The violent crime rate was 
435.5 per 100,000 population - an increase of 13.8 percent. The property crime 
rate rose to 9,045.5 for an increase of 6.2 percent. According to population 
estimates for 1975, Eugene's population only increased by 0.9 percent. 

OFFENSE 

Murder 
Forcible Rape 
Robbery 
Aggravated Assault 
Burglary 
Larceny 

TABLE 4.13 INDEX CRIMES IN THE CITY 
OF,EUGENE 1974-1975 

NUMBER OF OFFENSES 
1974 1975 % Change 

4 0 -100.0% 
43 33 - 23.3% 

124 111 - 10.5% 
188 268 + 42.6% 

2,138 2,208 + 3.3% 
5,345 5,789 + 8.3% 

Motor Vehicle Theft 508 560 + 10.2% 

TOTAL 8,350 8,969 +' 7.4% 
- , 

Violent Crimes 359 412 + 14.8% 
Property Crimes 7,991 8,557 + 7.1% 

Population 93,800 94,600 + 0.9% 

CRIME RATES PER 100,000 POP. 
1974 1975 % Change 

4.3 0 -100.0% 
45.8 34.9 - 23.8% 

132.2 117.3 - 11.3% 
200.4 283.3 + 41.4% 

2.,279.3 2,334.0 + 2.4% 
5,698.3 6,119.5 + 7.4% 

541.6 592.0 + 9.3% 

8,901.9 9,481. 0 + 6.5% 

382.7 435.5 + 13.8% 
8,519.2 9,045.5 + 6.2% 
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Burglary 

The number of burglary offenses in 1975 compared to 1974 by target and time of 
day are illustrated in Table 4.14. 

Of the 2,208 total ,reported burglaries, 1,574 or 71.3 percent, were of 
residences or commercial businesses. Residential burglaries increased by 
18.9 percent over 1974, while nonresidential burglaries decreased by 22.1 
percent. The greatest increase in 1975 was in the number of daytime residen­
tial burglaries (+33.4%). The number of nonresidential burglaries decreased 
in 1975 in all three time-of-day categories. The total daytime burglaries 
increased by 15.2 percent and the total nighttime burglaries increased by 12.2 
percent. The total number of burglaries committed at unknown time of day de­
creased by 7 •. 2 percent, which may indicate that the police and/or victim were 
better able to determine 'the time of offense. 

TARGET 

RESIDENTIAL 
Night (6pm-6am) 
Day (6am-6pm) 
Unknown 
NON-RESIDENTIAL 
Night (6pm-6am) 
Day (6am-6pm) 
Unknown 

TOTAL 

Total Night 
Total Day 
Total Unknown 

Forcible Entry 
No Force Used 
Attempted Entry 

TABLE 4.14 BURGLARY OFFENSES 1974-1975 
CITY OF EUGENE - BY TARGET 

TOTAL VALUE 
PERCENT OF PROPERTY 

NUMBER OF OFFENSES PERCENT DISTRIBU- STOLEN 
1974 1975 CHANGE TION 1975 1975 

(1,324) ,(1,574) (+18.9%) (71. 3%) ($410,024) 
311 454 +22.4% 20.6% $107,826 
365 487 +33.4% 22.1% $109,806 
588 633 + 7.7% 28.7% $192,391 

(814) (634) (-22.1%) ,(28.7%) ($197,387) 
162, 144 -11.1% 6.5% $ 27,826 
174 134 -23.0% 6.1% $ 52,516 
478 356 -25.5% 16.1% $117,044 

2,138 2,208 + 3.3% 100.0% $607,412 

533 598 +12.2% 27.1% $135,653 
539 621 +15.2% 28.1% $162,322 

1,066 989 - 7.2% 44.8% $309,436 

1,075 1,074 - 0.09% 48.6% 
879 949 + 8.0% 43.0% 
184 185 + 0.5% 8.4% 

MEAN 
VALUE PER 
OFFENSE 
1975 

($260) 
$237 
$225 
$303 

($311) 
$193 
$391 
$328 

$275 

$226 
$261 
$312 

Offenses involving forcible entry accounted for 48.6 percent of the total; 
entry without force, 43.0 percent; and attempted entry, 8.4 percent. In 1974, 
forcible entry accounted for 50.3 percent of the total; entry without force, 
41.1 percent; and attempted entry, 8.6 percent. 

The total value of property stolen was reported at $607,412 with $410,024 
in residential offenses. and $197,387 in nonresidential offenses. The average 
value per offense is slightly higher for nonresidential offenses compared to 
residential. The mean value per the total number of offenses was $275. 

""F~------------------------------'; 



Larceny 

The number of larceny offenses in Eugene in 1975, compared to 1974, is illus­
trated in Table 4.15 by type and value of property stolen. 

There were 5,789 larcenies reported in 1975 - an increase of 8.3 percent over 
1974. Theft of bicycles accounted for the highest percentage (22.6%) of 
larcenies with theft of articles from buildings next at 20.3 percent of the 
total. Articles stolen from motor vehicles accounted for 19.8 percent of the 
total and theft of motor vehicle parts and accessories represented 13.0 
percent. Combined, these two' types accounted for 32.8 percent of the total 
larceny offenses. 

The highest increase in 1975 was in thefts from coin-operated machines (+223.1%) 
although the number of offenses is relatively small. Thefts of articles from 
motor vehicles increased by 21.5 percent. The number of pocket-picking offenses, 
also relatively small, decreased by 31.6 percent and purse-snatching was down 
22.2 percent from 1974. 

The total value of stolen property was reported at $722,593 with the highest 
amount of $203,785 in value related to thefts of articles from motor vehicles. 
Thefts of a~ticles from motor vehicles also represented the secona highest 
mean value per offense of $177. 

The highest total value of stolen property relating to theft of articles from 
motor vehicles was reported in August of 1975 and represented a mean of $247 
per offense. 

TABLE 4.15 LARCENY OFFENSES 1974-1975 
CITY OF EUGENE - BY TYPE 
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TYPE 
NUMBER OF OFFENSES 
1974 1975 

PERCENT 
PERCENT DISTRIBU­
CHANGE TION 1975 

MEAN 
TOTAL VALUE VALUE PER 
OF PROPERTY O~FENSE 
STOLEN 1975 1975 

Pocket-Picking 
Purse-Snatching 
Shoplifting 
Articles from Motor 

Vehicles 
Motor Vehicle Parts 

and Accessories 
Bicycles 
Articles from 

Buildings 
From Coin-Operated 

Machines 
All Other 

TOTAL 

19 
27 

817 

944 

704 
1,301 

1,075 

13 
445 

5,345 

13 -31.6% 0.2% 
21 22.2% 0.4% 

761 6.9% 13.1% 

1,147 +21.5% 19.8% 

751 + 6.7% 13.0% 
1,304 + 0.2% 22.6% 

1,178 + 9.6% 20.3% 

42 +223.1% 0.7% 
572 +28.5% 9.9% 

5,789 + 8.3% 1100.0% 

$ 712 $ 54 
2,358 112 

12,353 16 

203,785 177 

75,691 100 
124,622 95 

188,504 160 

2,5'56 - 1-'1>0 
112,009 I ':"-::.! 

", " d1Il'95 ""'J/ ' " 

$722,593 1t1'$124 
;I ., 
II 
:1 
ij 
I}.o, 

IL => 
--> 
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SALEM SMS~ 

The Salem 5MBA i,s comprised of Marion and Polk Counties with Salem as its 
core city. 

The estimated population for the 'Salem SMSA in 1975 was 207,500 or 9.0 percent 
of the State. total. There were 12,6(;B Index offenses in 1975 which represents 
8.3 percent .of the S·tate tota1. The number of Index offenses, arrests, and 
clearances for the.Sa1em SMSA in 1975 and 1974 are presented in Table 4.16, 
including calculated rates per 100,000 population. 

The total Index crime rate for the Salem SMSA in 1975 was 6,105 offenses per 
100,000 population - an increase of 10.3 percent over 1974. The violent crime 
rate increased by 25.0 percent (from 403 in 1974 to 508 in 1975). The property 
crime rate increased by 9.8 percent (from 11,006 in 1974 to 12,160 in 1975). 
The highest increase in 1975 was in the rate for aggravated assault (35.5% 
higher :i.11 1975 than 1974). 

The number of people arrested by police agencies within the Salem SMSA increas­
ed in 1975 for every category of Index Crime except forcible rape. Correlating 
the number of people arrested with the total population yields a rate per 100,000 
population. The most noted i.ncrease was in the number of arrests per 100,000 
population for aggravated assault (+136.7% over 1974). The arrest rate for 
violent crimes increased 71.2 percent in 1975 while the arrest rate for property 
crimes increased by 4.5 percent. 

Of the total 12,668 Index offenses in the Salem SMSA in 1975, 3,152 or 24.9 
percent were cleared. Of the violent offenses, 45.5 percent were cleared, and 
24.0 percent of the property offenses were cleared. The data indicates in­
creased clearance rates in 1975 for every Index offense. category with the highest 
clearance rates for murder and aggravated assault second at 46.0 percent. 

• '.1 



TYPE OF OFFENSE YEAR 

MURDER 1975 
1974 

FORCIBLE 1975 
RAPE 1974 

ROBBERY 1975 
1974 

AGGRAVATED 1975 
ASSAULT 1974 

VIOLENT 1975 
CRIME 1974 

BURGLARY 1975 
1974 

LARCENY 1975 
1974 

MOTOR VEHICLE 1975 
THEFT 1974 

PROPERTY 1975 
CRIME 1974 

TOTAL 1975 
1974 

TABLE 4.16 - INDEX OFFENSES, ARRESTS, AND CLEARANCES 
1974 and 1975 

SALEM SMSA 

! NTJMBER RATE PER NUMBER RATE PER 
OF 100,000 PERCENT OF 100,000 PERCENT 
OFFENSES POPULATION CHANGE ARRESTS POPULATION CHANGE 

6 3 -40.0% 13 6 + 50.0% 
10 5 9 4 

47 23 - 8.0% 14 7 - 30.0% 
51 25 21 10 

114 55 +22.2% 61 29 + 38.1% 
92 45 44 21 

341 164 +35.5% 147 71 +136.7% 
250 121 62 30 

508 245 +25.0% 235 113 + 71.2% 
403 196 136 66 

3,430 1,653 +20.9% 589 284 + 4.8% 
2,819 1,367 559 271 

8,001 3,856 + 6.0% 1,700 819 -I- 3.8% 
7,4'97 3,637 1,627 789 

729 351 + 4.8% 240 116 - 9.4% 
690 335 218 106 

12,160 5,860 + 9.8% 2,529 1,219 + 4.5% 
11,006 5,339 2,404 1,166 

12,668 6,105 +10.3% 2,764 1,332 + 8.1% 
11,409 5,535 2)540 1,232 

NUMBER PERCENT OF 
OF OFFENSES 
CLEARANCES CLEARED 

7 100,0% 
10 100.0% 

18 38.3% 
27 52.9% 

49 43.0% 
34 37.0% 

157 46.0% 
105 42.0% 

231 45.5% 
176 43.7% 

1,099 32.0% 
623 22.1% 

1,589 19.9% 
1,497 20.0% 

233 ~2.0% 
196 28.4% 

2,921 24.0% 
2,316 21.0% 

3~152. .. .4.9% 
2,492 21.8% 
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CITY OF SALEM - INDEX CRIME 

Salem is the core city within the Salem SMSA as well as the third largest 
city in Oregon. The estimated population in Salem in 1975 was 76 t 300 - a 
decrease of 0.3 percent from 1974. The City of Salem's population represents 
3.3 percent of the State's popUlation. 

The number of Index offenses in Salem in 1975: compared with 1974, are illus­
trated in Table 4.17. There were 6,760 total Index offenses in 1975 - an 
increase of 10.3 percent over 1974. Violent crimes totalled 147 and an 
increase of 26.7 per~ent while property crimes, totalling 6,613, increased by 
10.0 percent. 

The greatest incre~se (+33.3%) occurred in aggravated assault. Burglary in­
creased by 22.2 percent;' robbery increased by 27.0 percent; and motor vehicle 
theft increased by 18.8 percent. 

The total Index Crime rate was 8,859.8 per 100,000 population in 1975 - an 
increase of 10.6 percent over 1974. The violent crime rate was 192.7 per 
100,000 population, an increase of 27.1 percent. The property crime rate rose 
to 8,667.1 per 100,000 population - an increase of 10.3 percent. 

OFFENSE 

Murder 
Forcible Rape 
Robbery 
Aggravated Assault 
Burglary 
Larceny 
Motor Vehicle Thdt 

TOTAL 

Violent Crimes 
Property Crimes 

Population 

TABLE 4.17 INDEX CRIME IN THE 
CITY OF SALEM 1974-1975 

NUMBER OF OFFENSES CRIME RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION 
1974 1975 % Change 1974 1975 % Change 

~ ..• ==>. -

4 3 -25.0% 5.2 3.9 -25.0% 
13 16 +23.1% 17.0 21.0 +23.5% 
63 80 +27.0% 82.4 104.8 +:n .2% 
36 48 +33.3% 47.1 62.9 +33.5% 

1,274 1,557 +22.2% 1,665.4 2,040.6 +22.5% 
4,361 4,608 + 5.7% 5,700.7 6,039.3 + 5.9% 

377 448 +18.8% 492.8 587.2 +19 •. 2% 

6,128 6,760 +10.3% 8,010.5 8,859.8 +10.6% 

116 147 +26.7% 151.6 192.7 +27.1% 
6,012 6,613 +10.0% 7,858.8 8,667.1 +10.3% 

76,500 76,300 - 0.3% 

-
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Burglary 

The. number of burglary offenses in 1975 compared to 1974 by target and time 
of day are illustrated in Table 4.18. 

Of the 1,557 total reported burglaries, 861 (55.3 percent) were of residences 
and 696 (44.7 percent) were of nonresidential or commercial businesses. Both 
types increased approximately 22 percent over 1974. The greatest increase 
in 1975 was in the number of nighttime residential burglaries (+41.3%). While 
the number of daytime residential burglaries decreased by 2.0 percent, the number 
of residential burglaries occurring at an unknown time increased by 27.7 percent. 

TAl~LE 4.18 BURGLARY OFFENSES 1974-1975 
CITY OF SALEM - BY TARGET 

MEAN 
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,PERCENT TOTAL VALUE VALUE PER 
NUMBER OF OFFENSES PERCENT DISTRIBU- OF PROPERTY OFFENSE 

TARGET 1974 1975 CHANGE TION 1975 STOLEN 1975 1975 

RESIDENTIAL (706) (861) (+22.0%) (55.3%) ($206,715) ($240) 
Night (6pm-6am) 240 339 +41.3% 21.8% 83,312 245 
Day (6am-6pm) 246 241 - 2.0% 15.5% 37,368 155 
Unknown 220 281 +27.7% 1:8.0% 86.035 306 
NON-RESIDENTIAL (568) (696) (+22.5%) (44.7%) ($199,891) ($287) 
Night (6pm-6am) 407 502 +23.3% 32.2% 157,010 312 
Day (6am-6pm) 21 28 +33.3% 1.8% 1,.560 55 
Unknown 140 166 +18.6% 10.7% 41,321 248 

TOTAL 1,274 1,557 +22.2% 100.0% $406,606 $261 
--
Total Night 647 841 +30.0% 54.0% $240,322 $285 
Total Day 267 269 + 0.7% 17.3% $ 38,928 $144 
Total Unknown 360 447 +24.2% 28.7% $127,356 $284 

Forcible Entry 837 982 +17.3% 63.1% 
No Force Used 366 476 +30.1% 30.6% 
Attempted Entry 71 99 +39.4% 6.3% 

The greatest increase in nonresidential burglaries occurred in the daytime 
(+33.3%) although the number of offenses is extremely low and only accounted 
for 1. 8 percent of the total. The total number of nighttime burglaries increased 
by 30.0 percent and accounted for 54.0 percent of the total of all offenses. 
The total daytime burglaries increased 0.7 percent. Offenses involving forcible 
entry accounted for 63.1 percent of the total; entry without force, 30.6%; and 
attempted entry, 6.3%. 

The total value of property stolen was reported at $406,606 with $206,715 
in residential offenses and $199,891 in nonresidential offenses. The mean 
value per offense is slightly higher for nonresidential offenses compared to 
residential. The mean value per offense was $261. 
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PORTLAND-EUGENE-SALEM SMSA COMPARISONS 

The Index Crime rates (offenses per 100,000 population) for the three SMSAs 
in Oregon, separately and combined, and the remainder of the State are 
presented in Table 4.19 including. the change in rates from 1974 to 1975. 

The total population for the three SMSAs combined decreased by 3.2 from 1974. 
The total popUlation for the remainder of the state increased by 9.5 percent 
in 1975. The population in the Portland SMSA decreased 5.2 percent from 1974 
while the population in the Eugene SMSA and Salem SMSA increased 2.0 percent 
and 0.7 percent respectively. 

The Index Crime rate for the combined SMSAs was 7,599 offenses per 100,000 
population, an increase of 9.9 percent over 1974. The same rate for the 
remainder of the state was 5,152 which increased by 1. 2 percent. Theproperty 
crime rate for the combined SMSAs increased by 9.7 percent while it decreased 
slightly for the remainder of the state. The violent crime rate increased, 
however, the increase in violent crime rate for the remainder of the state 
was substantially higher than that for the combined SMSAs. The aggravated 
assault rate per 100,000 increased for both areas with the increase being 
substantially higher outside the SMSAs. The crime rates for forcible rape, 
larceny, and motor vehicle theft decreased by 10.0 percent, 0.9 percent, and 
6.5 percent respectively in 1975 for the area outside Oregon's three SMSAs. 



TABLE 4.19 

S~~Y OF ~DEX CRIME RATES FOR OREGON'S STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS 
1974 & 1975 

Portland SMSA* 
Population: 941,700 

1975 
1974 

Change 

Eugene 3MSA 
Population~ 241,800 

1975 
1974 

Change 

Salem SMSA 
Population: 207,500 

1975 
1974 

Change 

Port1and-Eugene-Salem 
SMSAs Combined 
Population: 1,391,000 

1975 
1974 

Change 

Remainder of the State 
Population: 908,000 

1975 
1974 

Change 

____ -.-____ -..--->(..:<O=ft?uDes Per 100, 000 Population) 
I I Hotor 

Violent: Property I ~~.. Forcible Aggravated Vehicle 
Total 
Index 
Crime Crime I Crime I Murder Rape Robbery Assault ~urg1ary Larceny Theft 

I------Ic.....,-----I·------+I --,- "----"-----.:..-----

8,007 623 7,384 
7,186 555 6,631 

+11.4% +12.3% 1+11.4% 

7,290 360 
6,965 285 

+ 4.7% +26.3% 

6,105 245 
5,535 196 

+10.3% +25.0% 

7,599 521 
6,913 459 

+ 9.9% +13.5% 

5,152 305 
5,092 208 

+ 1. 2% +46.6% 

6,930 
6,680 

+ 3.7% 

5,860 
5,339 

1+ 9.8% 

7,078 
6,454 

+ 9.7% 

4,847 
4,884 

- 0.8% 

f 

J 

7 
7 

3 
3 

3 
5 

-40.0% 

6 
6' 

5 
5 

49 
44 

+11.4% 

29 
33 

-12.1% 

23 
25 

- 8.0% 

41 
40 

+ 2.5% 

18 
20 

-10.0% 

245 
238 

+ 2.9% 

70 
89 

-21.3% 

55 
45 

+22.2% 

187 
186 

+ 0.5% 

42 
35 

+20.0% 

322 
266 

+21.1% 

258 
160 

+61.3% 

164 
121 

+35.5% 

287 
227 

+26·4% 

240 
148 

+62.2% 

2,433 
2,297 

+ 5.9% 

2',033 
1,947 

+ 4.4% 

1,653' 
1,367 

+20.9% 

2,247 
2,106 

+ 6.7% 

1,319 
1,307 

+ 0.9% 

4,271 
,3,670 
t16.4% 

4,492 
4,358 

+ 3.1% 

3,856 
3,637 

+ 6.0% 

4,248 
3,779 

+12.4% 

3,269 
3,300 

- 0.9% 

680 
664 
+2.4% 

405 
375 
+8.0% 

351 ' 
335 
+4.8% 

583 
569 
+2.5% 

259 
277 
-6.5% 

*Port1and SMSA - does not include Clark County, v7ash. 
\0 
I.Jl 
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CORE CITIES COMPARISONS 

The three SMSA core cities of Portland, Eugene, and Salem, combined, represent 
. , 

23.7 percent of the Statets population and reported 38 percent of the State s 
total Index offenses. A comparison of the number of Index offenses and the 
change from 1974 to 1975 is presented in Table 4.20. 

TABLE 4.20 CHANGE IN INDEX CRIME RATES 1974-1975 
PORTLAND, EUGENE, SALEM 

(Offenses per 100,000 Population) 

CITY OF CITY OF CITY OF 
OFFENSE PORTLAND EUGENE SALEM 

Murder +14.3% -100.0% -25.0% 
Forcible Rape + 7.3% - 23.8% +23.5% 
Robbery - 3.9% - 11.3% +27.2% 
Aggrav.:!ted Assault + 4.1% + 41.4% +33.5% 

Violent Crime + 0.6% + 13.8% +27.1% 

Burglary - 4.5% + 2.4% +22.5% 
Larceny + 7.1% + 7.4% + 5.9% 
Motor Vehicle Theft -10.5% + 9.3% +19.2% 

Property Crime + 1.1% + 6.2% +10.3% 

Total Index + 1.0% + 6.5% +10.6% 

As illustrated, the total Index Crime rates increased in 1975 for all three 
cities with the smallest increase calculated for Portland (+1.0 over 1974). 
The highest increase in the violent crime rate was the rate for Salem (+27.1% 
over 1974); the smallest was for Portland, (+0.6% over 1974). The highest 
increase in burglary rate was in Salem (+22.5% over 1974) while Portland's rate 
decreased by 4.5%. The following highlights on burglary offer-ses in the three 
cities in 1975 are from Table 4.21 - a comparison of the percent change in 
the number of offenses from 1974 to 1975 • 

• Residentia1 burglaries decreased in Portland in 1975, but 
increased in Eugene and Salem • 

• Commercial burglaries decreased in Portland and Eugene, but 
increased in Salem • 

• Burglaries involving forcible entry increased in Portland 
and Salem, but decreased in Eugene • 

• Burglaries where entry was gained without force increased in 
Eugene and Salem and decreased in Portland. 



TABLE 4.21 CHANGE IN BURGLARY OFFENSES 1974-1975 
PORTLAND, EUGENE, SALEM 

CHANGE IN N~mER OF OFFENSES (1974-1975) 
Type of City of City of City of 
Burglary - Portland Eugene Salem 

'Residential - 2.1% +18.9% +22.0% 
Commercial - 9.0% -22.1% +22.5% 
Total - 4.4% + 3.3% +22.2% 

Forcible Entry + 2.6% - 0.1% +17.3% 
No Force in Entry -20.3% + 8.0% +30.U: 
Attempted Ent;:ry + 7.9% + .0.5% +39.4% 

In summary, the trend indicates a decline in burglary in Portland; a decrease 
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of commercial burglaries in Eugene, but increasing in residential burglaries 
with entry gained without force; and a definite increase in all types of burglary 
in the City of Salem - predominately inc~easing in entry without force. 



SECTION 5 

OFFENSES, CLEARANCES AND ARRESTS 
BY 

DISTRICT, COUNTY AND AGENCY 

The agency statistics concerning Part I and II offenses contained in the 
following tab,les was reported to the Oregon UCR program by the individual 
partic.ipating agencies for 1975 and includes totals for each administrative 
district and county including a total for the Oregon State Police in each 
county and the three SMSAs in Oregon at the end of the section. Due to 
disparities in reporting traffic-related deaths which are a majority volume 
element of criminal homicide ('Manslaughter by Negligencell ) manslaughter 
clearance and arrest data is not included in this section. 

The following key is include as an explanation ot the abbreviations used 
throughout the tables: 

KEY TO FORMAT ABBREVIATIONS 

Months of Reportinf~ •••••••••••••• The number of months reported 
by each individual agency. 

Officer Assaults • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • The number of reported assaults 
on police officers during tbe 
reporting period. 

OFF. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • The number of actual verified 
offenses or attempts as set 
forth by UCR guidelines and 
definitions. 

ARR •••••••••••••••••••••• The number of arrests made 

CLR. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • fII e 

during the reporting period. 
(Includes any arrests made during 
this period for offenses r~port­
ed prior to 1/l/75. Includes 
persons 'cited, summoned, and 
notified as well as those;aken 
,into physical custody.) 

The number of offenses cleared 

99 

by arrest or cleared exceptionally 
during the reporting period. 
(Includes any clearances made 
during this time for offenses 
reported prior to 1/1/75.) 

These are counts of offenses clear­
ed, not persons arrested. 

*~ote: When counting arrests, only those arrests which are made for an 
agency!~s,lIownll cases are counted for tJCR purposes. For example, if 
Agency~ A makes an arrest on a warrant for Agency B, Agency B counts 
the arrest for UCR purposes. Agency A does not count it. For this 
reason, . the number' of ~rres:s ~hown in this report will not necessarily 
agree w~th the statist~cs.w~th~n a department which may show all 
arrest activity. -
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12 Clatsop Co. SO Off 1 3 7 78 10 3 4 30 3 2 2 10 ? 8 2 
Clr 1 10 2 1 1 10 2 
Arr 2 1 6 3 1 3 1 1 2 7 1 5 1 3 10 1 2 19 

12 Astoria PD 9 Off 1 1 4 4 36 194 45 60 21 1 17 18 5 240 1 1 7 32 30 2 2 174 17 8 78 135 72 93 
(10,680) Clr 1 1 1 13 34 7 20 12 9 2 3 33 1 2 23 23 1 174 159 51 29 67 57 

Arr 1 3 1 20 56 7 19 16 3 2 17 41 1 7 23 22 1 174 259 61 48 97 28 
12 Cannon Beach 1 Off 1 27 71 7 4 4 30 1 10 3 15 2 13 3 20 48 i'O 2 12 1 10 

PD (866) Clr -, 1 4 1~ 4 4 7 1 1 15 2 13 20 36 6 1 7 9 
Arr 2 5 2 3 1 14 4 10 20 48 7 2 8 9 

12 Gearhart PD 1 Off 1 18 - 20 1 1 1 5 1 3 , '7 6. 
(890) Clr 1 2 10 1 1 4 4 3 

Arr 2 1 11, 1 11 ? 
12 Harmnond PD Off 1 l' 3 2 1 1 

(530) Clr 2 2 
~. 1 1 

Arr 1 1 
12 Seaside PD 8 Off 4 4 44 98 270 21 28 E 3 34 3 196 6 1 2 27 24 3 2 78 56 23 40 8 19 

(4,640) Clr 1 2 24 14 46 8 12 11 2 22 6 1 22 21 1 1 78 45 20 12 7 13 
Arr 3 29 12 40 4 13 4 8 34 8 1 18 1 16 1 78 77 24 75 8 12 

12 Warrenton PD Off 3 36 31 3 1 3 7 1 3 3 3 2 8 1 
(2,005) Clr 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 3 1 1 

Arr 1 j 1 1 4 2 2 3 1 .-
6 Ft.Clatsop Off 

Nat. Park Clr 
Arr 

12 State Police 1 Off 1 4 25 48 17 3 1 12 1 35 2 30 3 308 5 1 
Clr 1 4 4 6 2 1 2 1 34 2 29 3 308 1 1 
Arr 1 4 8 12 9 5 II 11 3 3 18 1 15 2 ' 308 99 1 19 

20 Off 2 1 9 11 96 477 1004 113 57 19 25 91 11 502 27 2 18 114 4 102 8 2 7 593 285 20 106 216 81 131 
COUNTY TOTAL Clr 2 2 4 44 65 163 42 30 7 10 22 7 61 21 6 96 4 88 4 2 593 244 7 73 55 74 86 
(29,350) Arr 2 5 5 64 85 159 35 35 5 10 25 82 28 12 84 7 70 1 6 3 593 499 9 88 145 107 89 

li2 'J:illamoOK t;o. Ut 3 2 244 280 20 10 6 22 126 2 6 5 4 1 3 27 5 16 9 137 69 
SO Clr 1 5 41 20 5 1 3 4 2 27 10 2 

Arr 1 15 30 4 1 2 1 7 3 1 24 24 27 159 1 7 72 10 8 
12 Garibaldi Off 12 8 3 1 4 

(1,150) Clr 3 2 Z 4 
Arr 2 2 2 2 4 1 

7 Rockalvay PD Off 1 7 7 1 1 1 1 2 
(845) Clr 1 1 1 1 1 2 

Arr 1 1 2 1 2 
12 Tillamook PD Off 6 40 168 5 1 13 98 1 12 1 11 3 66 3 1.4 2 75 1 

(4,165) C1r 3 2 37 2 4 7 8 8 1 66 2 11 18 ~ 

12 
Arr 2 3 -32 4 1 2 2 12 12 66 64 30 15 _4 

State Police 1 Off 1. 6 31 110 21 1 9 2 20 2 2.31 223 8 129 2 7 - ' 

C1r 1 3 12 4 1 2 1 227 219 8 129 '2 4 
Arr 4 1 12 40 4 3 2 1 1 142 137 5 1 129 386 4 5 l 

1 Off 3 1 34 334 573 50 13 9 7 37 244 5 1 7 248' 1 238 9 6 228 8 30 13 219 85 
COUNTY TOTAL C1r 1 10 49 72 13 3 3 8 11 2 1 235 227 8 1 228 2 11 2 32 6 
(18,500) Arr 5 4 32 104 14 4 2 8 3 10 4 2 178 173 5 1 228 609 1. 1.2 107 25 16 

Zl lit 2 12 12 130 .8 1 577 163 70 28 32 128 11 746 32 3 25 362 5 j4~ ,j !l 9 5 9 4j5 !l L 
DXSTRXCT TOTAL Clr 2 2 5 54 114 235 55 33 7 13 30 7 72 23 7 331 4 315 12 3 82J. 246 18 75 87 74 92 

Arr 2 5 10 68 117 263 49 39 2 7 18 ~~ 92 32 14 262 7 243 1 11 4 821 1108 10 100 252 132 105 

- --: ""- .~. 
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J)istrict 2 - Page. 1 
, , . , . , . 

CRLG ABUSE 

PARr I OffENSES (l£.A.IW>lCES & MRESTS PART [I OFFENSES, CLEARANCES & ARRESTS 

~~ ~ ~ 
~ >- S§ f:] bl ~ § ~ 13> ~ ,...J ~ ; ~ ~ gt; ~~ ~ 

~j ~ ! g:~ s fg ~i ~ 
en 

ffitJs ~ ~ ::J 

~~ ol fe~ ffi 

I~ ~§ ffi~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ffi ~ ~ ~~ 
'~~ 12 ~ l:i l@ <.!J. 

~ ~ ~ 
-I §5 §;: ; 5 5 ""5j::: ~ a::<=> ~ ~ § ~@ ~=5 ~ Ii'. i:13 \2 5:,_ = 89 as ,AGENCY ~ Oo.!! ~ 

all 012 U2 03' 04 05 ot'L~? 042 00 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 181 182 183 18/1 19 20 21 22 23 24 26 28 29 

12 Clackamas Co, Off 7 8 39 32 155 2415 267~ 420 187 1 18 99 3 1557 195 44 62 5 38 19 19 117 19 1 16 1474 4 802 
SO Clr 5 16 7 36 458 24~ A8 17 ~ 10 3 1 50 6 16 51 4 34 . 13 117 14 15 48 2 622 

Arr 4 8 6 53 258 33 62 4 6 4 8 50 9 6 156 13 110 2 31 13 117 79 .5 63 180 25 120 
5 Canby PD Off 1 8 25 89 3 8 4 83 2 34 4 1 15 10 5 4 17 7 5 11 1 16 

(5,675) Clr 4 4 29 3 4 2 4 3 7 5 2 1 17 6 3 1 6 
Arr 11--- 14 4 1 2 2 14 2 16 4 11 4 2 5 3 17 10 9 16 2 17 

12 Estacada PD 1 Off 1 1 7 39 7 8 6 1 46 1 1 1 11 3 14 1 8 
(1,620) Clr 1 2 1 11 

Arr 2 4 14 1~ 3 5 1 3 3 11 4 1 16 2 7 4 
12 Gladstone PD Off 2 4 18 110 318 32 8 18 15 2 275 19 21 15 12 1 2 7 36 22 27 41 214 61 29 

(8,120) C1r 1 1 11 27 5 1 2 11 5 5 7 6 1 36 16 3 7 5 52 20 
Arr 1 1 3 9 5 1 J. 2 1 1 4 5 3 14 1 12 1 36 24 1 17 40 57 9 

12 Lake Oswego P·D Off 3 20 372 60 43 17 1 16 46 7 292 20 26 33 4 ::5 2 2 3 52 25 5 16 462 19 41 
(19,41)0) C1r 12 96 87 16 9 6 31 6 35 14 7 25 3 19 1 2 2 52 2~ 4 12 241 18 32 

Arr 1 45 78 14 1 1 1 1~. 4 3 23 5 17 1 52 15 1 1 44 32 4 
12 Milwaukie PD 3 Off 12 66 355 57C 60 44 11 10 275 5 19 32 1 28 3 150 4 26 65 20 81 

(18,030) Clr 1 30 56 68 7 12 1 4 29 5 1 26 23 3 145 42 24 40 19 65 
Arr 5 28 44 6€ 12 1 1 2 39 7 1 26 24 2 145 64 28 47 41 26 

12 Molalla PD 7 Off 2 2 16 45 14 25 23 4 1 82 6 1 22 19 3 8 ?-
-( 15 3 25 70 11 24 

(2,760) C1r 2 7 6 19 11 16 15 3 1 11 11 3 27 13 2 14 26 11 18 
Arr 2 3 3 1 4 2 1 7 2 4 4 27 14 12 17 10 5 

12 Oregon City PD 6 Off 1 12 5 41 379 718 159 57 10 16 4 282 13 11 55 1 36 7 11 1 3 46 35 2 40 81 55 35 
(12,460) Clr 3 9 32 86 8 18 2 1 10 12 1 38 1 28 5 4 1 46 3 1 34 20 52 28 

Arr 11 38 9€ 14 15 4 3 19 10 4 44- 1 34 9 46 4<1 2 50 15 90 18 
12 San:dy PD Off 1 2 12 36 14 15 4 1 E 47 1 2- 4 4 18 5 1 33 1 30 

( 2,(60) Clr 1 2 8 3 2 2 1 1 18 2 17 
Arr 2 3 16 5 1 2 1 7 , 18 12 1 7 7 1 8 

12 West Linn PD Off 3 2 3 5 129 28 39 2- 2 1 173 6 18 28 1 22 5 2 33 17 4 3 75 10 56 
(8,800) C1r 1 1 2 -32 50 13 1 20 -I 3 15 13 2 33 14 2 2 11 9 48 

Arr 2 38 2 2 1 2 2 3 1 3 18 18 33 19 1 66 17 14 
12 State Police 2 Off 2 6 18 163 205 70 17 3 5 11 39 5 3 133 1 115 17 1 2 374 4 3 14 1 

Clr 1 3 11 2J 8 10 1 6 5 1 130 1 112 17 1 1 374 2 3 5 
Arr 2 2 4 22 4 27 15 I' 2 2 4 21 6 5 74 1 63 10 374 52 5 11 16 

19 Off 1 1 62 70 366 4068 583C 874 371 7 89 284 19 3102 274 147 400 13 310 10 67 2 48 881 191 4 179 2513 183 1123 
COUNTY TOTAL C1r 6 20 15 105 716 679 118 86 1 18 53 11 182 55 35 310 9 251 6 44 1 8 876 162 1 114 398 164 856 
(?o?QOO) Arr .~ 11 20 123 501 81 141 44 2 13 28 24 178 50 25 380 21 296 4 59 16 876 337 1 208 445 282 241 

. 
t3 . 

-- - -
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Di 2 P PART I OFfENSES a..EJ\Rl'ltlcES & ARRESTS PART [I OFFENSES, CLE!\R.4NCES, & ARRESTS 
strl.ct - age 2 , , 

DRIr. ARtJSE 

~ ~~ ~ ; ~! 
~ l§ ~ 13> I u ~ ; ~ ~ ~t:; ~8 ~ 

~i ~~ II ffi ~ I ~5 
~", 

~ r:J ~i i i ~ , 12 §ffi --, ~ 
I~ 

::J 
~~ ~§ o~ ~g ~ ~'i ~i ~~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ 

-l 9 
~ I ~ 

<.!> ~ ~ § ~CLS ~~ 
~~ ~~ 5 E2t: 

0:: ss ag 
~ fi: ::;e 153 fu :> .:::I O~ <=l 

mCY 
011 012 02 03 04 05 06 07 042 D3 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 181 182 183 18/1 19 20 21 22 23 24 26 28 29 

11 Columbia Cn, 1 Off 3 2 17 94 ':: 176 21 6 4 7 3 74 1 6 8 7 1 1 30 2 1 5 59 1 12 
SO C1r 2 \ 30 1 

AIr 1 2 13 4 \ 23 2 20 2 17 1 1 30 22 5 5 1 8 
12 Clatskanie PD Off 4 12 \ 65 1 2 2 8 2 38 5 5 36 3 14 12 5 

(1,500) C1r 2 \, 18 1 2 1 11 3 3 36 1 8 3 2 
AIr 1 7 \,30 1 11 3 3 36 4 6 2 3 

12 Ranier PD 1 Off 5 40 (W 4 7 4 " 32 3 18 10 1 7 3 22 33 3 10 5 4 
(1,840) C1r 2 8 W 1 6 1 2 1 9 3 14 7 1 6 2 22 32 3 10 3 4 

112 
AIr 5 1 11 .15 1 2 13 2 ,15 8 2 5 22 23 1 6 6 1 

-St, Helens PD Off 1 2 15 58 269 21 25 3 6 28 1 175 3 6 6 6 1 34 9 2 16 48 15 
(6,910) C1r 1 6 5 46 14 2 2 15 3 3 34 1 3 4 6 

AIr 1 9 11 49 I' 9 3 7 6 3 21 21 1 34 61 4 27 20 12 15 
9 S:capoose PD . 1 Off 2 20 S4 'I} 1 1 7 27 q 1 il 2 4 1 ~ 1 0 ?n ~ ~ 

(2,610) 1r 3 " "I' 1 1 7 7 6. g 7 ? 1 ? 
Arr 4 6 17 2 1 1 4 lq 1'1 4 4 1il _10 2"1 1 .3.. 

12 Vernonia PD Off 4 16 41 3 9 1 24 1 1 5 4 1 23 2 -(1,670) 1r :) 

I\rr 1 10 3 2 3 5 5 ;.: 1.4 1 1.::1 ;:, ;t./ 1. 1./ 0 

12 State Police Off 3 1 12 21 36 6 4 2 12 2 4 89 81 8 175 1 4 1 2 
C1r 3 3 4 3 2 1 86 78 8 174 1 3 1 
AIr 6 4 4 5 11 3 ·4 1 3 2 2 

. 
2 50 45 5 174 39 3 2 6 

Columbia 3 Off 3 5 4 59 261 701 62 50 5 19 63 1 6 382 10 17 135 1 117 1 16 7 306 67 7 59 168 6 49 
COUNTY TOTAL 1r 1 11 23 92 18 13 1 4 3 1 38 4 113 98 1 14 2 305 50 3 31 13 1 15 
(31 800) ~= 6 1 4 8 33 54 148 11 14 1 4 6 4 42 15 7 142 3 122 2 15 2 305 214 6 57 73 16 42 

1.;': l'lU1.tnomah (;0, pt ,,is ::Ib 75 ;.:8;.: 39iS ::I;':bY b::l/l ;':is, _4Y Lb5 L41 Lb ], Lb9: 44 ':J ,];.: ]U4 tJ.u 5. ] 9 ]. 45;.: LU L4;': ]bU ;':Y .<!.., 
SO blr 10 9 36 75 108 415 990 80 80 452 

I\rr 13 1 28 81 119 359 1245 122 70 16 27 11 66 110 60 8 21 340 63 188 4 85 7 3 452 161 12 89 92 66 188 
12 Gresham PD 5 bff 4 13 19 60 402 1185 147 49 3 9 32 3 338 4 22 7 6 1 1 3 28 30 22 199 15 151 

(21,000) lr 2 7 '. 3 16 121 315 33 17 3 7 3 20 4 7 6 5 1 1 1 28 26 15 91 14 131 
f\l:'r 1 1 11 61 324 24 16 1 1 7 12 4 2 9 9 4 28 26 29 130 19 28 

12 Port of ~£f 69 23 1 1 5 20 19 4 3 1 1 5 1 2 1 20 3 10 
Portland ~lr 11 13 4 2 16 4 3 1 1 5 1 1 8 3 10 

rr 4 5 1 2 2 2 2 2 4 1 2 1 7 5 7 
12 Portland PD 115 )ff 48 23 287 1843 1898 12704 21789 3721. 2985 317 431 l:Dq. 65 33 7459 238 487 10~ 602 165 261 28 148 t39 151 2538 1274 99 565 2496 260 2477 

(375,000) . nr 40 13 16 478 1118 1679 2922 405 1879 2538 
rr 30 l.S 67 377 485 1117 3383 443 441 43 212 12 56 505 332 60 10 954 284 437 29 204 5 4 2538 2500 165 689 808 780 571 

12 State Police )ff 1 1 1 5 6 35 30 12 4 6 7 1 11 28 25 3 1 1 316 2 13 1 
1r 1 3 2 7 2 3 1 2 5 25 22 3 1 316 2 3 

!\rr 5 1 5 8 18 37 3 1 4 8 1 13 12 1 316 10 4 1 32 - Mu1tnomah 120 )ff 57 63 376 2145 2361 16381 29465 4998 3328 373 612 13)5 81 74 9520 305 496 1192 945 225 446 31 243 M 187 3339 1418 111 732 3088 307 3851 
COUNTY TOTAL 1r 51 24 159 556 1245 2217 4245 533 1979 4 1 27 20 7 35 30 5 1 3 3339 26 1 18 102 17 141 
(547 900) !\rr 48 16 96 460 620 15l:5 4974 631 531 60 240 13S 129 637 399 613 12; 1318 347 648 33 290 6 7 3338 2698 179 812 1037 871 826 



D' tit 2 P loS r c - age 3 PART I OFFENSES Q..fAR.CINCES & ARRESTS , , PART I I O!=FENSES. CLEARANCES, & ARRESTS 
DRLG ABUSE 

~~ ~ ~ 
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~ ~ ~ I;i 
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ffi~ 
~ 13> ~ L.l ~ 

'i 
~ j ~ ~~ § 

~j ~ I ~!:i § ~i ~ I 
g ~ t:; o~ ffi 

m ~ I~ :'::i c::: 
~§ ~g ~~ ~ili m~ ~ i 

J 

g~ I E2 ~ ~ ~ ~ 
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-' § 
~~ 

$ 

~ !2 E2 ~ ~ i53 5 2;= 1:28 ~ 12 ~ ~ 8 c::: 89 as ~ AGENCY <=l 0"" <=l 

all 012 02 03 04 05 06 07 042 (}) 10 II 12 l3 14 15 16 17 18 181 182 183 181! 1920 21 22 23 24 26 28 29 
12 Washington Co. 4 Off 1 6 13 49 212 1624 2675 330 78 22 32 51 1 4 1290 16 1 87 177 4 147 2 24 1 38 473 41 7 24 720 2 562 

SO e1r 4 5 73 156 452 61 24 4 23 30 6 133 6 33 122 3 105 1 13 6 473 31 3 14 163 1 257 
IArr 1 9 49 189 520 68 22 3 20 10 10 71 10 3 17 293 5 262 2 24 3 473 74 33 135 7 93 

6 Banks PD Off 2 2 4 1 1 11 1 1 1 2 2 1 
(440) C1r 2 1 1 

Arr 2 2 1 3 1 5 3 17 2 
4 Beaverton PD Off 18 10 101 320 29 2 2 8 25 1 4 107 3 1 13 26 4 12 3 7 35 5 2 38 1 20 

(22,150) C1r 4 1 15 97 9 1 1 5 19 1 2 9 2 2 9 7 2 35 1 2 7 13 
Arr 4 6 17 102 7 2 1 1 6 5 3 4 1 23 21 2 35 14 2 7 12 4 18 

12 Cornelius PD 1 Off 1 5 5 36 135 3 10 9 110 1 3 2 2 3 22 4 1 10 5 4 
(2,660) 1r . 1 2 2 10 28 2 6 11 2 2 2 1 22 4 2 5 2 

~r 1 6 8 19 4 8 1 2 2 2 22 19 1 4 13 2 
12 Forest Grove ff 3 4 29 198 498 35 35 6 4 34 1 405 25 27 43 41 2 7 94 85 43 95 255 42 52 

(10 ,200) 1r 2 6 29 82 4 5 2 23 31 2 4 15 14 1 94 18 9 15 1"2 24 
Irr 6 22 61 6 12 3 1 1 6 16 4 28 2 23 1 2 94 96 2 28 24 50 9 

12 Hillsboro PD 6 ff. 2 12 8 243 671 57 64 8 6 13 300 2 1 16 23 22 1 3 197 55 23 146 13 64 
(19,160) C1r 4 3 66 109 14 44 4 3 8 36 1 9 19 18 1 197 51 20 44 11 27 

AIr 1 2 11 90 150 17 28 4 3 6 34 3 10 57 53 1 3 i97 124 4 61 28 59 59 
12 Tigard PD Off 8 21 198 526 42 49 6 13 45 268 4 17 62 49 1 12 6 112 68 l. 16 112 44 32 

(10,075) C1r 3 15 28 107 14 26 2 7 16 24 4 57 48 1 8 112 65 1 16 46 44 25 
AIr 5 28 37 136 33 9 3 6 16 4 33 5 76 67 1 8 1 111 92 11 43 57 8 

12 State Police Off 2 1 14 59 95 38 9 6 8 10 22 2 132 116 16 370 2 1 15 6 
C1r 4 5 10 :"-..,9 '3 2 2 2 1 4 2 130 114 16 370 2 1 3 
~r 1 4 21 12 19 5 1 3 4 10 2 75 64 11 370 50 1 6 2 17 

11 Off 1 6 21 97 301 2461 4924 535 247 50 71 187 2 10 2513 53 3 163 465 8 389 7 61 1 57 1304 261 52 164 1298 107 741 
COUNTY TOTAL lr 4 7 18 105 316 884 107 108 13 40 98 2 9 248 17 50 354 3 308 3 40 7 1304 172 4 62 280 73 348 
(190 900) . Irr 3 21 11Z 386 1000 154 79 15 34 43 28 175 25 3 34 554 7 492 5 50 4 1303 474 9 148 248 209 208 

1153 '2 ll. 464- ::n6 .jUIl L.jl 4U92, 6469 3996 5 9 929 93 09 5517 642 99 .519 945 24; .262 49 311; ~7 299 5824 937 2.2 fD4 -7t:f67 603 57Oli" 
DISTRICT TOTA ~ 1r 57 32 86 590 466 3272 5900 776 2186 33 66 167 2 24 495 96 92 812 12 687 10 103 2 20 5824 410 20 225 793 255 360 

\rr 58 17 14 509 888 2486 6939 937 668 98 t291 216 85 1032 489 616 192 2394 378 1558 44 414 66 29 5822 3723 206 1225 1803 378 317 

, 

'-



Di tit 3 l' s r c - age 1 PART I OFFB~ES QfJlJWlCES & ARRESTS , , PART II OFFENSES CLEARANCES & ARRESts , , , . , , 

DROO ABUSE 
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en ~ ~ i::3> ~ ~ ~ I; ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ 

~j I~ ffi ~ ~~ i i ffi!;!s ~ §ffi 
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::J 
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b O~ ~g ~~ gts ~ ~ ~ 

-, ~~ II ~ 
12 ~ ~ ae ~E ~ i ~ 

...J §5 
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NjOC{ ~ .~ ~ ~ S 2i= s: ~ ~ ~ 13 = s9 a9 ~=5 ::> <=> O~ <=> 
011 012 02 03 04 05 06 07 042 03 10 11 12 13 14 J5 16 V 18 181 182 183 18/! 19 20 21 22 23 24 26 28 29 

12 Marion Co, 3 :lff 3 4 15 22 130 1181 1553 120 28 11'16 15 1 963 13 46 LLQ 7 _46 15 ~, I~ :1':1 
SO Clr 4 4 5 7 64 353 270 23 16 3 8 5 530 10 12 93 55 38 91 170 89 25 71 525 1 347 

~r 9 3 15 26 98 179 19 13 5 9 11 5 35 7 10 147 88 ,9 7 170 49 12 48 331 2 38 
9 Gervais PD ' Off 11 10 1 1 6 1 2 1 1 1 

(795) C1r 1 2 
rr 2 4 1 2 2 

12 Hubbard PD Off 4 16 1 1 1 9 1 1 7 5 3 1 9 
(1,470) C1r 2 1 1 7 3 1 6 

Arr 1 7 6 2 2 .3 
12 Mt. Angel PD Off 19 20 52 5 5 2 2 45 1 2 12 1 10 1 3 11 21 1 19 32 12 19 

(2,470) C1r 7 2 10 1 3 1 7 8 7 1 11 17 1 16 12 7 5 
Arr 9 2 3 1 4 11 1 14 10 4 10 18 22 20 8 8 

7 St. Paul PD Off 1 , 
(370) Clr 

Arr 
12 Salem PD 23 Off 2 1 16 80 48 1557 4608 448 302 1 35 161 32 1455 59 1 97 107 4 83 6 14 2 1 357 9!~ 101 131 756 91 550 

(76,300) C1r 2 1 8 33 24 629 943 148 212 6 23 90 28 105 45 1 36 79 3 59 6 11 1 357 80 77 107 398 78 367 
Arr 3 1 5 41 18 338 1160 130 148 9 29 103 47 U5 61 33 146 8 118 6 14 1 356 BY 100 158 592 122 235 

12 Silverton PD Off 1 2 6 40 147 7 1 1 8 2 74 3 56 1 2 
(4,880) C1r 1 6 3 43 5 5 9 1 56 1 1 

Arr : 3 8 36 10 7 4 15 4 1 6 6 56 81 5 32 31 8 
12 Stayton PD 2 Off 1 14 69 207 11 10 4 133 --I 134 4 7 46 37 1 8 8 62 95 9 12 61 8 23 

P,650) C1r 10 8 44 3 9 55 ._'", 16 2 4 40 33 7 6 62 92 5 10 24 8 19 
Arr 5 8 3 4 5 ' 5 3 1 32 25 7 59 57 3 16 33 9 10 

12 Woodburn PD Off 4 3 33 110 390 31 9 1 9 12 1';"149 1 4 9 2 4 3 3 73 1 1 2 35 13 
(9,575) C1r 2 13 21 86 14 3 1 4 1 19 1 1 5 3 2 73 1 9 5 

Arr 1 22 36 105 22 11 1 1 3 24 11 3 12 7 5 6 73 85 9 34 41 4 35 
12 State Police Off 5 4 22 116 20 44 17 41 12 12 1 43 11 8 466 24 297 145 560 7 4 153 20 

C1r 1 5 4 13 13 12 1 1 9 4 367 20 229 118 560 6 4 28 6 
Arr 1 2 1 18 28 3 32 11 2 8 7 1 23 '7 5 166 8 113 45 560 187 9 22 66 

28 Off 6 ~ 40 112 272 3108 7186 668 374 8 84 337 36 2878 89 1 167 757 31 502 7 217 2 12 1298 321 148 243 1770 112 996 
COUNTY TOTAL C1r 7 15 48 122 1022 1410 207 257 2 37 156 29 695 62 1 54 592 23 386 6 177 98 1298 2/:)7 109 210 996 94 756 
(166,900) Arr 13 10 59 101 518 1545 218 194 4 51 127 56 228 93 55 523 16 367 6 134 1~ 1293 626 124 295 1075 ,176 405 

u rolK (.;0. so 1 !Ot 4 23 140 187 17 19 5 50 2 139 5 55 :z 41l - Y l~ 69 0 4 78 
e1r 1 1 15 34 2. 5 9 3 29 15 9 4 39 34 5 6 109 63 1 3 30 3 11 
Arr 2 1 15 36 38 6 6 2 9 17 2 1 63 55 8 2 109 152 8 33 8 7 

" 
12 Dallas PD 2 Off 2 1 26 84 3H 17 30 11 45 172 4 9 20 1 14 5 12 19 6 2 19 48 7 12 

(7,580) C1r 2 12 32 10E 10 20 2 19 23 3 2 9 8 1 5 19 5 1 13 19 4 8 
Arr 2 1 17 i 22 6 11 10 1 1 1 21 7 3 20 18 2 19 49 17 23 26 20 

12 Independence 3 Off 9 54 9 17 6 1 40 7 3 2 1 43 1 2 14 16 6 
(3,700) e1r 3 7 7 1 1 2 43 1 1 2 2 

Arr 10 7 1 2 3 2 3 1 43 23 35 2:3 2 3 
12 Monmouth PD Off 1 9 34 20 4 3 2 111 46 5 9 10 8 1 66 10 5 9 51 9 11 

(5,970) Clr 4 4 3 1 2 52 1 4 6 4 4 1 66 3 3 12 8 10 
Arr 3 6 2 1 1 4 1 6 12 10 2 56 7 5 ~ 16 11 7 

12 State Police Off 2 10 1 6 1 1 2 2 34 30 4 66 6 
e1r 1 3 2 33 29 4 66 1 
Arr 1 1 3 1 2 2 1 19 15 4 66 20 1 2 

6 Off 7 2 69 322 81 61 59 II 18 208 2 399 26 1 32 122 3 102 17 22 303 86 13 52 225 20 107 
COUNTY TOTAL' C1r 3 1 35 77 17~ 26 30 7 101 41 18 12 85 75 10 12 303 72 5 20 64 15 31 
(40 600) Arr 4 2 46 71 15 22 21 4 4 16 3· 43 12 10 114 QR 1~ ? ?Q~ ?~1 7 ~4 Q~ 47 '<0 

t 



District 3 - Page 2 PART I OFFHISES, G..£AAIlNCES, & ARRESrS 

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

~; AGENCY ~ 

9 Amriy PD 
(915) 

,rr 
-- 2 Off 

vIr 
_.rr 

12 Carli:onPD--­
(1,320) 

Of:C 
.;1£ 

6 Lafayette PD 
(1,040) 

12 McMinnville 
PD 

12 500 
12 Newbuq;l'D 

(8,200) 

12 Sheridan -PD 
(2,120) 

12 willamina PO 
~1,355) 

12 Yamhill PD 
(595) 

12 State Police 

COUNTY TOTAL 
4490.Q _~_ 

DISTRICT TOT. 

.rr 
oR-
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:.rr 
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Ditit4 P s r c - 1 age. PARr I OFFENSES QfJ'lJWlCES & ARRESTS , , PART I I OFFENSES, CLEARANCES & ARRESTS , . 
DRill ABUSE 
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en 

ffi~ ~ ::J 0::: ~ b §~ ~~ ffi 
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a!~ g;~ ~ ~ ~ ~ § ~ ~= d AGmCr :.;: ~ ~ i53 ~ <=l 0""' <=l 8S as 
pn 012 02 03 04 05 06 07 042 00 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 un 182 183 1811 1920 21 22 23 24 26 28 29 

12 Benton Co. SO Off 3 4 32 176 255 30 14 7 10 17 1 137 7 18 40 2 30 8 11 61 . 20 1 12 124 1 255 
C1r 3 3 16 41 66 15 10 1 2 8 1 29 3 6 39 2 29 8 6 61 19 1 8 63 1 210 
rr 4 1 14 49 64 10 4 1 4 2 17 2 3 35 1 32 1 1 61 73 7 36 4 28 

12 Corvallis PD 3 Off 1 6 20 28 290 2307 80 56 4 17 69 7 3~1 18 69 156 1 139 16 25 136 148 88 229 86 131 
09,200) C1r 2 8 20 106 230 32 25 2 6 21 5 36 15 21 l33 1 118 14 20 136 131 84 52 84 113 

~r 1 12 19 76 247 28 13 111 29 5 30 13 13 199 1 184 14 135 188 86 55 93 26 
12 Philomath PD 1 Off 11 13 88 8 2 5 10 38 2 1 2 2 3 8 1 15 8 

(2,015) C1r 7 6 20 1 1 6 3 1 2 2 3 8 1 2 4 6 
rr 3 6 17 1 1 3 1 1 1 1 8 4 1 1 1. 

12 Monroe PD Qff 1 1 4 11 2 6 13 1 1 7 4 5 9 4 
(485) Clr 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 7 4 4 11 3 

!\J:'r 1 2 5 1 1 1 1 7 12 5 14 4 
1.2 State Police Off 2 1 13 25 9 5 2 6 2 1 48 47 1 1 95 2 8 1 

Q1r 1 3 4 1 3 1 1 48 47 1 95 1 S '1 1. 
rr 1. 4 26 9 2 2 2 1 1 5 1. 27 26 1 95 40 1. 7 5 

4. Off 1 9 27 72 496 2686 127 79 13 32 102 8 585 30 90 246 3 218 25 1 39 307 175 1 105 385 91 395 
COUNTY TOTAL C1r 5 13 43 154 321 52 37 6 8 37 6 69 20 30 222 3 196 1 22 29 307 156 1 98 128 89 330 

. (63 800) rr 5 14 37 137 359 48 20 3 12 36 9 51 21 19 262 2 243 ·1 16 1 306 317 100 113 101 60 
., 

12 Lincoln Co.SO Off 1 1 10 154 138 15 22 2 9 64 3 1 1 39 8 
K:1r 1 5 11 12 6 9 1 6 1 39 3 
IArr 1. 4 6 18 24 1. 8 3 13 4 3 1 25 25 39 31 1 13 12 1 3 

12 Lincoln City Off 5 4' 28 229 279 19 6 1 3 65 101 3 5 13 12 1 1 53 30 14 9 29 1 27 
PD (4,500) Clr 1 1 9 24 40 8 6 1 4 12 2 10 10 53 25 11 6 14 1 24 

IArr 1 1 9 31 53 4 4 7 18 1 10 10 53 38 1 9 14 16 
1,2 Newport PD 3 Off 1 3 41 92 314 29 5 1 18 55 1 124 4 3 16 12 1 3 27 17 8 24 4 35 

(6,000) Clr 1 12 14 51 8 2 5 8 13 3 11 9 2 27 13 7 8 3 30 
IArr 1 12 15 53 6 3 1 2 5 5 15 4 10 9 1 27 51 22 10 9 11 38 

12 Toledo PD Off 1 19 67 7 3 13 37 43 4 1 1 2 3 2 1 
(3,160) Clr 1 11 23 3 3 9 19 14 4- 1 1 2 3 2 1 

Arr 7 19 25 1 3 1. 21 5 3 3 2 26 15 1. 17 
1.2 State Police Ofr 1. 5 38 82 13 4 3 2 4 11 3 1. 217 201 1 15 1. 241 1 9 2 

C1r 1 1 2 3 3 1 1 2 6 2 213 197 1 1.5 241 1 5 
Arr 4 5 11 12 11 2 3 5 4 125 119 6 241 155 7 22 1 8 

3 Off 7 9 85 535 880 83 40 5 38 170 1. 343 14 1.2 248 227 2 19 1 1 362 50 14 20 71 5 64 
COUNTY TOTAL Clr 2 3 28 62 . 129 28 21 17 33 51 11 1 235 21 1. 17 362 41 12 20 26 4 54 
(27 650) IArr 1 2 9 39 94 167 23 20 1 6 28 5 63 17 1 173 166 7 362 301. 24 54 58 30 65 

~-



District 4 - Page 2, , , PART I OFFENSES U£MW-lCES & ARRESTS • I . PART II O~F£NSES, CLEARANCES & ARREsts 
DRill Ap.11':1' 
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P11 012 02 03 04 05 06 07 042 00 10 11 ]2 13 14 15 16 17 18 181 182 183 18'! 1920 21 22 23 24 26 28 29 

12 Linn Co. SO Off 2 5 4 7 132 521 911 74 31 6 11 24 1 439 38 26 170 30 125 1 14 10 200 152 6 47 352 3 160 
Clr 1 2 1 2 72 68 105 24 20 1 6 10 68 25 7 125 22 95 8 6 200 127 5 40 163 3 116 
\rr 2 3 3 7 86 130 l78 31 47 3 16 29 1 74 18 J1 224 65 145 2 12 11 200 318 6 52 269 6 55 

12 Albany PD 7 ff 7 27 38 499 1224 131 114 6 15 78 1 5 275 8 24 III 15 73 1 22 1 13 92 105 32 104 141 73 187 
(22,025) 1r 7 14 30 76 310 37 96 ~ 12 42 5 56 8 12 90 15 59 1 15 1 8 92 96 27 94 101 61 171 

= 4 15 73 111 353 48 29 6 15 27 25 47 7 10 134 25 98 1 10 3 91 138 3 99 130 78 72 
12 Lebanon PD 6 Off 1 6 45 154 490 52 9 6 10 13 189 4 5 46 2 33 2 9 3 34 21 5 37 66 2 54 

(8,100) Clr 1 2 27 24 99 11 5 1 1 2 42 3 1 34 2 26 1 5 34 16 4 21 32 2 37 
IArr 1 3 18 28 115 9 9 1 6 46 3 2 43 35 5 3 34 l77 1 42 54 2 40 

12 Sweet Home I'D Off 2 23 84 220 20 14 11 5 87 3 6 11 2 7 2 1 2 58 14 4 31 ' 42 24 
(4,430) C1r 1 13 23 54 3 6 6 2 17 5 1 4 1 1 58 10 4 19 26 15 

IAn 2 13 17 49 1 7 2 1 7 i 6 1 4 1 1 58 61 1 38 23 2 4 
12 State Police Off 1 2 5 9 45 95 25 ' 9 7 2 4 16 3 2 199 12 161 26 1 311 5 12 6 

.Clr 1 1 1 3 6 9 8 4 2 2 3 185 12 151 22 311 5 6 3 
IArr 1 1 8 4 15 30 32 8 2 7 1 8 115 4 95 16 1 311 58 8 11 3 46 

13 Off 3 5 14 47 247 1303 2940 302 177 26 49 124 1 6 1006 56 63 537 61 399 4 73 3 28 695 292 47 224 613 78 431 
COUNTY TOTAL e1r 2 2 10 20 145 197 577 83 131 8 25 58 5 183 39 20 439 52 335 2 50 2 15 695 249 40 179 328 66 342 
(81 000) IArr 3 3 9 35 194 301 725 121 100 12 33 69 28 174 36 24 522 95 377 8 42 16 694 752 11 239 487 91 ' 217 

20 lOti:: 4 ]f 83 404 2,JJ .650t 512 i9b 4~ 9 l::t!19 14 9371 -rut 165 103 b4 -844- -6 log- Tf64 5 6 '-349 )69 74 89 
DISTRICT TOTA Clr 2 2 17 36 216 413 1027 163 189 1~ 50 128 11 303 70 51 896 55 748 4 89 2 44 1364 446 53 297 482 159 726 

!l.rr 4 3 16 58 270 532 1251 192 I 140 16 51 133 42 288 74 44 957 97 786 9 65 17 1362 1370 35 393 658 222 342 
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: 

PART I OFFHlSES Cl£J'lJlJlJ>lCES & ARRESTS , , PART II OFFENSES, CLEARANCES, & ARRESTS , " 

DRLk3 ABUSE 
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~ ~ en 

II i ~ ~ ~ 13> I ~ 
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Ii 
~ ~ gt:; ~g ~ 

~i ~~ 

~ I §;~ e3 ~ ~! ~ 
en 

ffi~ ~ 
t=I 

?:i 

~~ 
o~ ~~ ffi 

I~ ~i ~~ ~ ~ i ~ 
§ffi 

~ I~ ...J ~~ s: 
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@ 
~ ~ ~ s ~ ~ ~ ~ 0::=" ~ ~ § ~ 88 ~?6. a9 ~~ 

fffilr:t ~ E2 ~ 63 = t=I OO<!! t=I 

011 012 02 03 04 05 06 07 OQ2 (B 10 11 l2 13 14 15 16 17 18 181 182 183 1811 19 20 21 22 23 2Q 26 28 29 
12 Lane Co. SO 5 Off 7 17 29 243 1563 222 181 55 3 '19 52 3 1038 9 49 106 .. 93 5 8 1 24 311 70 102 712 19 313 

C1r 9 3 3 69 139 18 36 11 3 9 2 70 6 10 61 53 4 4 2 311 55 40 98 16 193 
Arr 13 2 5 57 106 20E 32 6 9 1 87 7 3 97 7 80 5 5 6 311 165 6 60 163 32 122 

10 Coburg PD Off 2 1 1 1 11 1 1 6 1 1 8 
(830) C1r 1 9 1 1 7 1 1 6 1 1 4 

Arr 2 1 2 5 1 1 
12 Cottage Grove 17 ~. 1 4 30 185 36 29 56 5 27 217 2 11 9 7 2 3 81 13 2 30 61 1 4 

(6,700) C1r 1 3 13 50 7 4 23 2 8 43 2 3 12 8 2 2 81 14 1 20 15 1 3 

I 
Arr 3 13 46 4 3 13 1 5 1 22 5 3 11 8 3 81 68 1 34 18 59 26 

12 Eugene PD 55 Off 6 33 III 268 2208 578 560 158 
(94,600) C1r 12 15 127 337 87E 100 47 

Arr 10 24 137 267 93~ 95 38 21 61 47 86 83 35 24 670 34 586 2 48 1 13 735 1170 8 199 971 169 168 
12 Florence PD 1 Off 1 7 48 17 8 16 4 8 70 2 2 10 4 6 7 46 27 2 6 40 5 30 

(2,801) C1r 2 4 2~ 3 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 46 2 3 2 4 13 
Arr 3 4 2 3 6 1 4 1 1 6 3 3 2 46 7 1 12 8 5 9 

12 Junction City 1 Off 21 66 15 11 8 2 96 6 1 1 22 1 16 15 
(2,730) Clr 2 ~ 1 1 2 2 22 2 4 

Arr 1 6 12 4~ 7 6 4 1 11 3 1 30 8 16 6 1 . 22 13 1 7 33 21 15 
12 Oakridge PD 11 Off 7 65 18C 11 34 7 21 1 95 11 2 24 22 2 4 22 28 21 49 15 41 

(3,910) C1r 6 2 1 15 3 5 5 11 10 1 22 21 1 14 13 8 33 
Arr 4 2 lC 2 2 1 3 1 5 5 22 17 20 6 3 21 

12 Spring£ie1d 15 Off 11 22 28 635 1777 138 214 
PD C1r 14 12 28 225 48C 31 216 
(34 900) Arr 5 15 15 176 40 38 103 11 12 15 98 26 1 5 185 8 152 25 8 276 251 20 110 281 32 58 

12 State Police 2 Off 6 4 21 143 189 41 14 1 2 7 68 5 5 351 61 229 33 61 748 4 6 16 3 
C1r 1 3 10 19 2q 5 6 2 1 9 4 2 340 60 220 60 748 1 6 6 1 
Arr 1 3 l~ 9 5lf 5 19 7 3 1 1 16 7 3 203 35 136 1 31 1 748 158 11 21 44 

COUNTY & 107 Off 7 1 69 170 625 4915 10861 980 556 5 37 117 4 1595 29 75 502 66 358 38 73 1 38 1236 142 5 167 895 40 414 
(241,800) C1r 10 33 33 249 783 170q 182 323 1 ] 22 2 137 18 18 426 60 293 6 67 2 1236 93 2 84 137 29 251 

DISTRICT TOTAL Arr lq ~ 20 '52 244 669 173 200 183 1 36 92 67 325 135 36 41 1207 95 986 14 112 31 2246 1849 47 1~54 1501 321 464 

! 
'.. 

.. 



D' t i 6 loS r ct PART I OFFB-lSES a..EJWNCES & ARRESTS , , PART I I OFFE~SES CLEARANCES Q ARREStS , J ,. 
'J " \, 

ORtx; ABUSE 

~ ~ 5§ 

b~ I § ~ ~> ~ ~. I; ~ ~ ~ ~g ~ u. 

~~ Iii .~ I ~~ ~ I f3 ~i 
t.rJ 

ffi~ g ~ ~ b . I±' 

~~ ~~ Ii ffi 
~~ ~i ~~ i i i ~ ~ ~ I~ 

::J 

~~ ~§ o~ @ I ~ ~ ~E 
<..':) 

~ 
--' § a!~ 

~ 

!2 f2 ~ ~ ~ 
j:G'S ~ c;:::c::=> i5 § 0:: 88 as ~= AGENCY ext) 001> <=l 

-~ PH 012 02 03 04 05 06 07 042 03 10 11 12 13 14 J5 16 1"1 18 un 182 183 181! .19 20 2l 22 23 24 26 28 29 
12 Douglas Co. 6 Off 2 6 16 9 144 492 989 70 46 22 48 396 7 24 104 5 84 2 13 5 10 183 73 15 49 349 2 29 

SO C1r 2 1 . 5 1 86 82 162 21 24 14 25 92 5 10 64 56 2 6 2 1 183 70 15 38 104 1 15 
Arr 2 5 1 66 110 17 26 21 t 14 28 10 80 6 8 118 1 109 1 7 1 2 183 153 7 74 91 5 

14 Canyonville 1 Off 1 3 21 37 7 1 1 45 36 3 5 4 1 21 7 13 13 2 
PD (1,240) C1r 3 3 10 1 1 1 26 2 3 3 21 7 14 6 2 

Arr 3 2 1 1 2 5 7 7 21 9 10 4 1 
12 Drain PD Off 5 7 18 2 12 1 9 2 7 1 16 5 5 3 1 1 

(1,250) C1r 2 2 --., 5 1 9 2 7 1 16 5 4 1 1 
f...= 4 2 g 9 1 11 11 1 16 6 4' 3 2 

12 Myrtle Creek Off 1 6 49 13 5 19 5 14 76 6 8 27 25 2 49 47 12 42 18 2 1 
(3,070) C1r 1 4 9 39 5 17 1 4 17 5 6 25 24 1 49 44 12 40 6 1 

Arr 1 5 15 5 1 5 3 22 2 3 26 23 3 49 44 13 43 8 5 
12 Oakland PD Off 5 8 1 1 11 1 11 1 5 2 3 24 10 4 10 4 4 

(1,090) C1r 5 6 9 8 1 5 2 3 24 10 3 9 3 4 
Arr 7 7 4 6 6 2 4 24 11 1 9 4 3 

12 Reedsport PD 2 Off 1 3 19 56 198 9 20 8 11 2 124 8 9 7 2 2 31 7 2 17 87 6 7 
(4,620) 01r 1 1 13 15 60 7 12 7 6 1 14 6 7 6 1 1 31 6 13 33 3 6 

Arr 1 4 9 14 3 5 2 4 1 9 3 7 6 1 31 11 10 11 7 1 
12 Roseburg PD 7 Off 3 12 60 247 90 61 30 14 125 1 437 12 1 15 103 3 88 12 10 173 102 4 37 170 12 43 

(16,735) C1r 1 2 7 30 37 199 19 17 10 45 1 45 9 1 6 98 2 85 11 1 173 93 4 22 43 11 34 
Arr 1 1 10 25 41 23 31 I 7 10 38 6 54 5 1 5 126 2 112 12 1 173 152 4 31 35 16 34 

12 Sutherlin PD 3 Off 1 1 8 64 16 21 5 9 21 78 2 1 1 1 103 5 7 41 3 26 
~4,180) C1r 1 1 7 21 29 14 4 5 80 11 1 103 4 6 5 7 

Arr 1 1 12 25 47 8 4 3 1 15 1 24 22 2 103 66 2 39 26 4t 1 
12 Winston PD 1 Off 1 3 10 72 115 5 1 8 9 47 3 2 3 3 41 7 17 9 6 

(2,920) C1r 1 3 10 17 1 2 1 41 3 5 3 5 -A= 1 1 15 1 3 1 2 3 3 1 7 4 3 41 7 4 18 6 1 3 
12 State Police 2 Off 1 1 4 10 3~ 97 17 14 IE 1 12 32 7 2 250 2 207 41 475 2 6 25 6 

C1r 5 3 til 9 8 8 6 3 240 2 198 40 475 2 6 17 1 
A= 2 7 8 4 24 14 f 8 2 13 5 152 2 126 24 475 55 10 21 24 

COtmTY & 22 Off 3 7' 24 33 270 1049 266 198 147 2< 69 285 3 1249 48 1 51 517 15 429 2 71 5 24 1116 265 37 203 719 30 121 
(80,400) C1r 3 11 10 158 188 54 77 92 38 196 2 201 30 1 22 451 8 382 2 59 2 5 1116 244 34 -157 220 21 71 

DISTRICT TOTAL Arr 6 9 16 139 239 618 95 60 If 32 81 21 216 26 1 17 484 7 424 1 52 1 4 1116 514 31 248 209 38 69 

!Zl 
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Di tit 7 s r c , , PARr I OITENSES Q.fIlJWlCES & ARRESTS , J . . . , . PART II OFFENSES CLEARANCES & ARRESTS 
DRU; ABUSE 

~ ~ 13>- ~ ~ ~ ~ ~t3 
U' 

~ ~ ~ §2 ~ • I ;; 
tn ~ ~ !; ffi- ~ 

~j ~~ ii ; ~~ ; ~ 
(/) 

ffi~ f2 ?:i 

~~ 
§~ ~~ I~ 

ffi 

~~ @5H; !~ 
:z 

i i I- §ffi -:J 

~ §§ @ I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ = i ~ 
--l § 

~~ 
5l: 

5i: fC ~ i:a 2F ~ Ee 0::"'" ~ § 0:: S8 B5 ~=: AGENet ~ Q Do<! Q 

pn 012 02 03 04 05 06 07 042 09 10 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 181 182 183 18'! 19 20 21 22 23 24 26 28 29 
12 Coos Co. so 6 Off 2 8 7 47 285 367 40 22 3 25 6 164 2 1 10 49 40 9 1 119 50 11 20 140 213 

Clr 2 6 24 71 46 13 16 1 2 2 13 1 4 30 26 4 1 119 44 10 19 45 58 
Arr 2 6 3 13 45 3~ 11 8 1 2 11 1 22 14 8 119 46 2 15 52 12 

12 Bandon PD Off 3 22 80 5 2 1 36 1 1 3 3 14 . 25 5 11 16 1 14 
(2,080) Clr 1 6 3 3 1 1 1 7 1 1 2 2 14 25 3 11 2 1 13 

Arr 1 13 4~ 1 8 2 2 14 26 1 10 1 2 8 
12 Coos Bay PD It. Off 2 13 26 300 707 90 26 32 114 5 288 10 30 70 4 66 4 3 130 118 23 123 335 35 92 

(14,000) Clr 4 11 101 16 31 16 ~ 14 65 4 29 10 15 64 3 61 4 130 108 21 102 103 34 44 
Arr 8 9 161 189 46 12 9 41 10 33 5 12 107 14 90 2 1 6 126 11+6 9 89 111 52 21 

12 Coquille PD Off 3 i:l 56 . 87 13 6 1 5 35 2 5 5 1 32 50 18 25 26 4 7 
(4,540) Clr. 1 3 10 19 3 1 1 1 1 32' 34 6 8 7 2 3 

Arr 1 2 3 50 2 2 1 7 1 6 32 80 10 32 8 15 8 
12 Eastside PD Off 1 10 1 3 '1 1 4 4 2 1 4 

(1,550) Clr 1 3 1 1 2 4 1 4 
Arr 1 2 1 1 2 1 1 4 2 3 

12 Lakeside PD 3 Off 1 11 8 5 2 2 10 25 3 1 2 1 1 1 3 6 4 23 9 
(1,535) Clr 1 11 4 9 2 1 2 10 1 1 1 1 3 6 3 11 .-?-

Arr 5 1 € 1 6 3 5 4 4 1 
12 Myrtle Point 1 Off 15 31 9€ 13 6 2 5 26 2 6 7 6 1 20 31 9 27 16 16 

PD (2,790) Cl 10 7 2C 7 5 3 2 4 6 5 1 20 31 9 21 10 11 
Arr 14 12 38 7 2 3 1 4 8 7 1 20 57 1 26 9 4 

12 North Bend 4 Off 2 18 8 153 36~ 41 44 12 28 1 164 21 6 50 43 7 1 84 74 10 34 82 40 48 
,PD (9,000) Clr 1 6 '7 17 9 15 32 7 10 1 17 20 4 50 43 7 84 71 8 28 46 37 25 

Ar 1 6 15 16 119 7 13 6 11 1 14 14 3 65 2 52 11 78 80 7 42 50 49 13 
12 Powers PD 4 Off 5 16 8 4 14 1 4 6 11 10 2 

(895) C1 3 1 4 1 4 2 6 2 2 
Arr. 3 1 2 1 2 4 4 10 2 

12 State Police Ofi 1 4 4 31 10 20 4 1 7 10 1 1 76 1 69 6 1 2 283 2 8 1 
Clr 1 4 1 5 3 3 2 1 70 64 6 283 2 4 
Arr. 4 4 27 36 16 10 1 4 4 1 35 33 2 249 83 1 1 6 16 

20 Off 3 13 45 131 912 187~ 227 116 4 51 195 13 766 41 1 57 262 5 233 24 5 9 693 362 76 257 656 83 404 
COUNTY TOTAL CIt 3 8 11 71 224 4QC 80 79 j 24 82 8 84 36 29 224 3 203 18 4 2 693 322 57 200 230 76 165 
(59 700) Arr. 3 7 23 68 328 49 89 49 I 17 56 16 84 20 21 247 17 205 ' 2 23 6 675 503 31 229 241 120 i,.Q.. 

12 Curry Co. SO Off 2 2 9 71 14 12 2 6 21 1 48 2 5 28 26 2 3 39 45 12 20 44 8 45 
Clt 1 4 14 3( 7 1 3 3 7 1 2 16 15 1 39 29 3 9 19 1 19 
Art 2 2 5 2 2 4 1 8 5 7 3 22 22 39 11 21 12 

12 Brookings, PD 1 Off 2 11 25 10 7 8 3 22 1 26 3 6 5 1 1 33 28 1 18 3 13 21 
(3,150) Clt 1 10 7 4 4 8 3 2 1 7 1 5 4 1 1 33 28 16 2 13 15 

Art 10 13 4 5 7 2 6 7 6 1 32 49 18 9 4 
12 Gold Beach P Off 2 30 78 2 4 34 44 1 5 5 1 17 3 4 13 15 1 14 

(1,600), Clt 11 28 2 1 7 5 5 5 1 17 3 10 3 10. 
Ar 13 3C 2 1 2 5 5 5 17 8 16 4 4 

12 State Police Of 1 1 1 1 1 44 36 8 80 3 2 
C1 1 43 35 8 80 1 2 
Ar 1 2 1 1 28 25 3 80 40 3 6 

1 Of 3 4 22 127 33 21 10 I 13 78 2 119 2 10 83 72 11 5 169 76 17 54 64 22 80 
COUNTY TOTAL C1 1 1 14 32 10 13 9 7 12 1 20 1 3 69 59 10 2 169 60 3 36 26 14 44 

(14,100) Ar 2 12 32 9 11 12 4 8 7 19 3 62 58 4 168 108 58 16 9 14 
:It. , ~ _If_~ b::l ~\blY :It.~l!. :It.4H .:I!.b !>. b4 1:It.. .!>. HH!> 4::1 b A'l-5 . .1 ::IOj ::i~ L4 Hb:l!. ~;:!' 9 J 5 484 

DISTRICT TOTAL C1 9 12 85 256 50 93 88 31 94 9 104 37 32 293 3 262 28 4 4 862 382 60 236 256 90 209 
Ar 9 23 80 360 58 100 61 21 64 23 103 20 24 309 17 263 2 27 6 843 611 31 287 257 129 100 

. 

-
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District 8 PART I OFFENSES, C1fJlJWlCES, & ARRESfS II 
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011 012 02 03 04 05 06 07 042 ce 10 II 12 13 14 15 16 V 18 181 182 183 18/) 19 20 2l 22 23 24 26 28 29 
12 Jackson Co. 1 Off 5 7 10 10 168 544 115 52 13 2 25 225 12 616 18 20 250 43 171 4 32 6 176 51 19 274 531 247 

SO C1r 4 4 4 86 152 48 18 10 f 4 66 7 248 17 9 142 16 III 2 13 5 176 43 17 181 294 187 
iArr 6 4 9 43 130 16 23 6 3 15 10 12 12 4 144 7 125 6 6 1 172 61 7 33 100 49 

12 Ashland PD Off 4 17 249 74 27 34 ~ 16 73 4 320 10 50 106 13 83 2 8 5 88 96 75 110 933 :H 59_ 
(14,400) Clr 1 10 87 12 5 12 6 22 1 51 4 7 54 5 45 2 2 1 , 88 68 19 36 63 18 37 

I!\.rr 2 7 57 13 7 2 j 3 10 3 26 2 4 75 5 68 1 1 1 79 123 9 20 50 54 29 
12 Ct!ntral Point Off 2 2 14 83 26 6 2 22 1 123 2 5 28 1 26 1 1 1 36 21 ' 3 2 10 7 17 

PD (5,530) Clr 8 15 7 1 2 3 1 19 2 3 9 9 1 36 15 2 2 4 7 16 
IArr 1 6 8 -.~ ~-1. -- I 10 1 2 9 9 3 27 23 4 1 10 6 

12 Eagle Point Off 2 3 25 .9 5 4 J 11 4 40 5 1 2 15 14 1 1 1 6 2 18 28 4 18 
PD (2,460) Clr 1 2 15 2 2 3 ~ 11 3 16 4 1 2 8 7 1 1 1 4 2 15 20 4 17 

Arr 1 17 2 3 1 J 2 2 4 1 1 4 4 1 2!\ 3 22 _9 6 6 
l.2 Medford PD l.5 Off 1 22 35 115 934 248 206 142 1 45 453 lC 4 904 45 1 90 279 26 184 11 58 1 10 254 218 442 380 1929. 88 240 

(34,000) Clr 1 13 17 89 126 426 48 86 ( 20 166 5 3 90 28 18 140 6 110 8 16 6 25A 197 352 264 627 sa 153. 
Arr 1 3 10 41 86 267 22 1 5 21 7 19 13 5 113 2 89 6 16 1 254 257 20 162 178 73 36 

8 Phoenix PD 20££ 4 14 31 3 4 5 11 35 2 1 3 3 1 3 1 2 12 2 10 
(1,620) Clr 9 1 1 1 9 , 3 5 

IArr 10 1 1 5 2 2 1 4 
7 Shady Cove PD Off 2 13 14 1 1 5 '- 1 

(1, 090) Clr 1 3 1 1 1 
Arr 5 4 1 5 1 

12 Talent PD Off 14 30 4 3 19 .J± 
~2,420) Clr 1 2 2 4 

Arr 3 2 22 2 1 2 1 1 4 3 5 4 
12 State Police Off 5 2 17 82 131 40 15 2 14 71 35 7 4 218 6 190 3 19 1 722 5 7 12 9 

Clr 1 2 6 8 33 10 7 3 4 18 5 8 209 6 182 3 18 722 5 8 6 3 
Arr 2 1 3 8 23 67 26 16 2 18 5 19 16 136 5 119 12 721 99 1. 14 9 1 .33 

18 Off 6 9 39 55 340 1958 4948 344 215 77105 869 13 25 2097 89 2 172 899 89 671 20 119 2 25 1284 397 542 793 3506 122 600 
COUNTY TOTA!. Clr 5 4 19 23 201 405 1182 85 121 20 35 287 6 15 441 63 1 39 562 33 464 15 50 1 13 1284 332 392 506 1015 87 418 
_(110 700) Arr 8 2 11 '21 109 328 762 84 28 27 14 67 28 102 45 16 4B2 19 415 13 35 3 3 1260 .591 _40 260 353 145 163 

12 Josephine Co. B Off 7 2 3 89 276 401 16 6 .~ 5 159 108 5 13 40 39 1 4 _91 21 6 80 _45 1 138 
SO Clr 1 1 1 26 36 68 5 1 55 13 1 3 23 23 'I 91 . 15 5 25 18 57 

Arr 1 1 14 59 5~ 3 6 1 6 1 13 1 2 35 35 91 27 5 20 14 15 
12 Cave JunCltion 1 Off 12 30 62 1 1 26 36 1 1 1 1 4 11 22 14 1 

PD (650) C1r 6 19 1 19 7 1 1 4 10 20 5 
Arr 2 16 2 2 4 1 1 1 4 1 3 7 

. 12 Grants Pass Off 4 15 22 252 92 48 29 J 17 208 4 338 4 19 52 2 30 3 17 1 9 193 56 7 110 152 13 75 
PD (13,400) C1r 2 1 12 26 142 13 7 5 23 2 20 2 4 35 2 22 2 9 1 193 48 2 49 47 13 29 

Arr 2 1 11 33 239 19 5 4 10 3 21 2 3 .47 3 35 1 8 1 1 193 94 2 86 69 20 40 
6 Oregon Caves Off 

Cl.r 
Arr 

12 State Police Off 2 8 22 4~ 15 5 S 4 6 9 5 2 186 5 170 11 40~ 5 2 8 1 
Clr 1 3 4 8 7 1 1 3 4 5 2 181 5 167 9 404 5 2 4 1 
Arr 3 8 14 26 7 6 3 2 1 3 7 1 104 4 95 5 1 404 . 57 5 9 19 

9 Off 7 6 20 131 580 1429 80 41 2 26 399 3 4 49l. 14 34 279 7 240 3 29 2 14 689 86 24 214 219 14 215 
COUNTY TOTAL C1r 1 3 2 47 66 237 25 10 6 100 2 44 8 9 239 7 212 2 18 3 689 72 1.7 96 74 13 87 
(45 600) Arr 3 4 35 106 33 29 19 ~ 8 20 5 41 10 6 187 7 166 1 13 1 2 689 182 8 114 99 16 74 

U I~ 6 45 7!i 47 Z5::l8 6::l7 AZ4 Z56' 131 1268 ~~ :>tHl z IZUO 'tl ~I ~ Z L'Itl 4 39 19L3 _48 566 00 3725 .36 8 l5 
Dl.dTRICT TOTAl elr 6 22 25 248 471 1419 110 131 2 41 387 617 485 71 1 48 801 40 676 17 68 1 16 1973 404 409 602 1089 100 505 

Arr 8 14 25 144 434 1097 113 47 3 22 87 33 143 55 16 6 669 26 581 14 48 4 5 1949 773 48 374 452 161 237 



District 9 , , PARr I OFF8~SES a.£MLINCES & ARRESTS PJ\RT' I I OFFENSES, CLEJ\RANCES, & ARRESTS 
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~ 011 012 02 03 04 05 06 07 042 (B .10 11 12 13 14 ]5 16 17 18 Ull 182 183 18/! 19 20 21 22 23 24 26 28 29 

7 Hood River SO, Off 1 3 9 81 130 7 2 ~ 1 63 1 2 14 14 1 16 22 10 5 22 10 
C1r 1 2 9 22 2 2 1 12 1 10 10 16 21 9 5 3 7 

i rr 3 14 23 7 2 5 2 1 18 2 15 1 14 16 42 8 5 4 7 
12 Hood River PD! Off 1 1 20 75 190 22 11 11 13 1 121 1 2 2 1 1 56 17 1 

(4,540) I C1r 1 8 13 31 6 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 56 1 
Arr 1 5 13 43 6 3 1 1 3 2 2 2 26 1 25 56 52 7 13 35 10 8 

12 State Police I Off 1 5 23 1 6 1 1 1 38 1 36 1 156 3 
C1r 1 5 1 1 34 34 156 1 1 . i\rr 1 1 5 1 5 1 1 1 20 20 156 47 3 6 
Off 1 2 3 30 161 343 30 13 9 11 15 1 185 2 5 54 1 51 2 1 228 22 10 5 42 11 

COUNTY TOTAL C1r 2 10 23 58 6 4 2 1 4 1 15 1 1+5 45 228 21 9 5 5 1 7 
(14 300) !!\rr 1 9 28 71 14 5 10 3 3 3 21 5 2 61 2 59 228 141 15 18 42 10 21 

12 Sherman Co.SO ff 2 10 34 6 2 1 3 8 2 4 5 4 1 3 3 1 5 4 
lr 2 1 2 2 3 4 1 4 2 2 3 2 1 

I.rr 2 4 5 4 4 1 1 2 14 12 2 2 3 1 1 2 
12 State Police ff 2 1 3 10 2 1 2 2 1 11 11 25 1 1 1 

lr 1 2 2 1 2 1 11 11 25 
i\rr 1 5 6 2 3 1 7 7 25 4 1 1 2 
Off 4 1 13 44 8 3 3 2 4 8 2 4 16 15 1 28 3 2 6 5 

COUNTY TOTAL P1r 1 4 3 3 4 1 3 4 1 4 13 13 28 2 1 
(2 190) ~rr ,3 9 11 6 3 1 4 1 1 2 21 19 2 27 7 2 2 4 

12 Wasco Co. SO Off 1 1 1 1 14 81 222 14 2 2 10 1 84 13 13 12 1 8 2 10 32 2 42 
1r 4 7 13 5 1 1 1 1 4 3 1 8 2 6 1 
rr 4 3 7 5 2 1 1 18 17 1 ,8 3 1 4 9 

1~ The Dalles PD )ff 2 6 14 215 498 32 4 211 11 2 3 4 20 15 1 4 1 95 4 2 9 
(10 ,800) 1r 1 2 2 35 83 13 2 5 4 1 3 1 14 12 2 1 ' 95 3 1 4 --rr 1 16 27 139 8 38 1 13 4 5 20 19 2 54 2 49 3 1 95 98 13 33 75 59 40 

12 State Police )ff 1 1 3 10 33 9 " 1 5 2 5 1 47 47 177 2 
lr 1 1 1 2 1 11 4 1 2 1 46 46 1 177 2 
rr 2 1 2 5 21 8 1 4 1 28 28 177 17 6 12 
ff 2 1 4 7 31 306 753 55 6 3 '18 23 1 91 16 5 80 74 1 5 1 280 6 10 2 43 2 42 

COUNTY TOTAL 1r 1 1 2 2 8 43 107 22 3 5 5 1 4 4 2 64 61 3 1 1 280 3 2 1 8 4 1 
(20 230) rr 2 1 1 22 35 167 21. 40 1 13 4 6 25 20 3 100 2 94 4 1 280. 118 14 37 90 59 52 

;( b Lli- b: 480 . L4U 9::1 LZ 15 31 4z 1 Z84 zO L4 L~U l4l _Il_ _z_ 5_::lb ::I k.O 9 9 Z 58 
DISTRICT TOTA 1r 1 1 4 2 19 70 168 -31 11 3 6 12 1 1 23 6 6 122 119 3 1 1 536 26 11 7 13 5 8 

rr 2 1.2 34 72 249 41 48 12 16 11 10 47 25 7 182 4 172 6 1 535 266 29 57 134 69 77 



Di t . t 10 s r~c PART 1 OFFENSES a..fAAIlNCES & ARREST~ , , ~ 
PART' I I OFFEN~ES CLEM"!!INCES & ARRESTS , , ,. , , 
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~~ 
~ I ~tJ ~ ?::: frJ~ ~ i ffi~ F! § ~ 8 ~ gt3 i:S~ 
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I~ Qll 012 02 03 04 05 00 07 042 (E 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 181 182 183 18/! 19 20 21 22 23 24 26 28 29 

12 Crook Co. so I Off 2 40 56 1 5 1 3 4 1 21 2 14 14 1 6 1.5 2 4 11 1 .5 
e1r 1 16 10 1 2 1 1 4 1 9 9 6 14 1 2 6 1 4 

i Arr 13 16 2 1 " 1 1 3 3 36 30 1 5 5 30 1 6 10 2 6 
12 Prineville I'D! Off 1 6 50 113 8 1 2 12 34 7 7 88 42 1 13 11 2 14 

(5,275) I e1r 1 2 12 7 3 1 1 2 7 7 88 41 1 7 2 2. 14 
~r 2 5 11 32 4 2 1 3 11 2 1 17 16 1 88 114 11 16 16 14 4 

12 State Police I Off 3 22 32 8 3 2 1 4 2 90 75 15 58 2 1 3 
elr 1 1 3 5 3 :t 1 86 72 14 58 2 1 3 
o\rr 1 5 5 8 8 2 5 1 54 49 5 58 106 5 5 1 
Off 1 11 112 201 17 9 6 16 1 59 2 2 111 96 15 1 152 59 3 18 25 3 19 

COUNTY ',I'OTAL Olr. 1 4 29 20 9 6 2 1 1 7 1 102 88 14 152 57 2 10 11 3 18 
(11 800L ~r 2 6 29 53 14 11 " 4 3 1 19 6 1 107 95 1 11 151 250 12 27 31 16 11 

12 Deschutes SO Off 1 1 8 109 184 8 1 7 1 67 1 2 20 1 17 1 1 10 31 5 5 2 5~ 2 42 
1r 8 7 1 1 1 1 3 1 2 30 1 9 

I\rr 1 8 8 21 3 5 7 18 2 2 1 20 1 16 3 2 30 4 4 6 18 
12 Bend PD Off 1 1 1 11 19 259 659 55 8 4 11 30 2 1 20 " 8 51 9 38 4 208 1 2 8 89 

( 15,800) ~lr 3 2 30 141 18 2 1 5 1 1 1 3 2 1 I 208 1 2 1 5 
~rr 2 6 10 46 207 19 6 1 5 5 28 6 3 195 11 181 3 1 208 56 25 27 19 8 49 

12 Redmond PD Qff 1 2 15 113 300 35 2 3 16 94 2 17 2 2 3 50 3 12 10 53 3 33 
(4,525) C1r 4 16 67 14 1 1 1 4 1 1 1 1 50 3 4 5 9 2 29 

o\rr 1 5 21 76 13 4 1 4 3 1 9 9 50 38 25 23 5 11 
12 Sisters I'D Off 1 3 15 1 1 5 3 3 2 2 3 1 -

(730) Qlr 3 1 2 2 1 
rr 3 2 2 3 4 

12 State Police 2 Q.ff 3 2 6 63 97 23 4 8 5 8 15 2 86 80 6 208 5 5 1 
1r 3 9 7 2 1 2 3 6 84 78 6 208 5 3 
rr 1 ~ 4 18 19 11 4 2 3 3 11 1 48 45 3 208 40 5 7 13 ., 

2 ff 1 1 5 17 49 547 1255 122 14 12 20 62 2 2 201 3 29 162 10 140 1 11 13 498 10 18 19 124 5 166 
COUNTY TOTAL 1r 3 9 63 225 36 2 4 2 10 1 1 12 2 91 3 81 7 1 498 5 5 13 13 2 44 
(40 300) rr 2 2 8 27 96 323 46 19 3 15 27 4 44 7 2 5 272 12 251 9 3 498 138 31 66 67 13 77 . 

12 Jefferson Co. 1Pff 4 39 84 174 18 4 2 6 5 81 2 4 9 1 8 1 31 14 3 5 53 2 32 
SO tar 2 15 21 32 16 1 1 2 16 1 1 4 1 3 1 31 14 1 4 18 2 19 

~rr 2 17 27 38 10. 3 5 2 16 1 6 1 5 1 31 15 9 23 2 16 
12 Madras PD Pff 23 36 110 9 4 6 25 52 1 2 ".'25 22 

(1,970) elr 11 10 24 '4 3 5 14 13 1. 1 1 25 8 
A.rr 11 14 28 6 2 3 1 2 9 1 1 11 11 25 19 19 10 18 5 1 

12 State Police Off 1 2 15 26 " 2 2 4 2 91 89 2 81 2 5 "-

e1r 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 90 88 2 81 2 4 
rr 4 9 9 1 1 5 58 57 1 81 34 2 4 4 

1 Ofr 1 4 64 135 310 27 10 4 12 32 137 5 6 100 1 97 2 1 137 14 3 7 80 2 32 
eOUNT'.( TOTAL elr 1 2 28 31 57 20 5 1 6 16 30 4 2 94 1 91 2 1 137 14 1 6 30 2 IS 
(9 690) rr 2 32 50 75 16 5 9 3 2 26 6 2 75 1 73 1 1 137 68 19 21 45 7 21 

::s t b :z ~4 766 l66 33 9 38 ;j j~. 37 373 333 28 ,~ //j, /j;j 24 44 t.t.~ . .J.U .£ 7 
DISTRICT TOTAL lr 1 6 41 123 302 65 13 7 9 27 1 1 49 5 4 287 4 260 23 2 787 76 8 29 54 7 81 

~r 2 2 12 65 175 451 76 35 7 28 33. 7 89 19 8 454 13 419 1 21 4 786 456 64 114 143 36 109 

I 
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'. 
Klamath co.sol 12 Off 1 7 26 60 5 ~ 20 1 3 3 1 7 1 2 4 

C1r 1 7 
i Arr 1 2 8 9 34 5 1 3 8 3 1 1 2 2 2 7 1 4 5 

12 Klamath Falls! 7 Off 3 8 30 65 375 1050 112 93 1" 17 46 2 355 3 1 26 45 1 39 5 7 198 46 81 145 21 51~ 

PD (16,200) , C1r 3 4 4 10 46 167 20 5 5 8 7 1 21 1 19 1 1- 198 5 1 1 
! Arr 5 8 10 52 66 233 19 8 f 7 10 10 49 14 7 55 7 45 3 198 287 3 144 405 76 64 

6 Cr.'lter Lake Off 1 1 
C1r 
IArr 

12 State Police I 2 Off 3 3 10 63 311 421 70 28 3 8 37 123 5 5 77 70 3 4 1 1 462 24 27 1 16 
C1r 3 1 3 34 44 78 14 19, S 4 17 8 3 1 75 69 3 3 462 22 18 1 10 
Arr 3 11 45 112 169 30 23 1 9 35 6 19 9 4 45 41 3 III 461 60 7 57 42 3 56 

9 Off' 6 11 42 135 713 1532 187 121 5C 25 83 4 498 8 1 32 125 1 112 3 9 1 9 667 46 1 107 172 22 74 
'COUNTY TOTAL C1r 6 5 7 44 90 246 34 24 S 9 25 15 3 2 96 1 88 3 4 1 667 :; 23 19 1 10 
(54 400) Arr 8 9 23 105 187 436 54 32 2 19 53 16 71 24 12 102 9 86 3 411 2 666 347 11 205 452 79 120 

12 Lake Co. SO Off 1 40 48 9 5 1 13 4 2 6 1 5 28 18 5 9 
C1r 22 10 5 5 1 6 3 2 4 4 28 17 3 6 
Arr 3 7 10 2 6 11 8 8 1 28 37 1 9 22 1 9 

12 Lakeview PD Off 8 9 1 3 1 1 3 8 6 4 
(2,820) C1r 3 1 1 1 3 8 6 4 

Arr 2 1 1 3 8 7 4 
.L;I: ?tate Police Off 3 7 4 1 5 3 5 5 42 3 1 1 

C1r 2 1 1 3 2 5 5 42 3 1 -:[ Arr 1 5 3 5 3 3 3 42 43 2 5 
Off 4 55 61 11 10 1 19 4 2 12 1 11 73 29 12 14 

COUNTY TOTAL C1r 2 26 13 7 8 1 8 3 2 10 10 73 28 9 11 
(6 56Ql Arr 4 14 13 5 11 14 12 12 1 73 88 1 18 31 1 11 

9 Ott 6 42 39 7bts 59 9ts ,j, 5 !b ts, 4 ~. j, ,j, 3 3 9 9 740 75 9 86 22 74 
DISTRICT TOTAL C1r 6 5 7 46 116 259 41 32 1 10 25 23 6 4 106 1 98 3 4 1 740 33 32 30 1 10 

Arr 8 9 23 1.09 201 449 59 43 2 19 53 16 85 24 12 114 9 98 3 411 3 739 435 12 '223 483 80 131 

I 

'. 

,,.". 



Ditit121? s r c ~ age 1 PMT I OffENSES UfPJ1MKES & ARRESTS , , PART' [I {JFFENC:ES CLEARANCES .& ARPESTS , , ' , .. 
IJRlr. ARUSE 
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S5~ [= 011 012 02 03 04 05 06 07 042 CB 10 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 181 182 183 181! 19 20 21 22 23 24 26 28 29 
1 Gilliam Co, SO Off 4 13 1 3 

[lar " [arr 4 -' 'L. .l 
"rl.J.ngton J:'j) 2 ot: 2 2 6 2 4 2 2 
(490) Clr 2 2 1 4 2 2 1 1 

Arr 2 4 4 2 
12 Condon PD Off 1 8 16 2 1 2 10 3 2 1 1 5 10 4 8 1 

(905) Clr 1 5 3 1 1 2 1 1 1 4 7 6 1 
Arr 4 2 3 1 2 1 5 7 3 1 

12 State PoU.ce Off 2 6 .10 2 1 5 1 36 32 4 24 1 7 
Clr , 1 2 1 1 1 36 32 4 24 1 

1-_. Arr 2 4 6 3 1 23 19 4 24 23. 1 
2 Off 2 3 20 45 5 1 1 1 4 22 1 41 36 5 1 25 6 10 22 8 1 

COUNTY TOTAr.! Clr 1 3 7 9 2 1 1 6 1 39 35 4 1 25 5 7 1 6 1 
(2 120) Arr 2 2 12 11 8 1 3 1 27 23 4 25 28 10 3 1 

12 Grant Co, SO Off 1 19 29 1 1 13 7 7 2 4 1 16 3 
Clr 2 1 1 4 4 
Arr 1 2 4 1 8 7 1 2 1 1 5 2 

12 John Day PD Off 1 23 41 11 1 1 2 23 1 1 17 15 2 1 6 11. 1 6 11 6 7 
(1,815) Clr 1 4 6 3 1 1 1 11 10 1 6 10 1 2 6 2 

Arr 1 5 7 3 2 1 1 15 13 2 6 10 1 3 8 2 6 
10 Pr.airie City 2 Off 1 2 4 4 1 2 4 2 11 1 3 4 4 

PD (1,060) C1r 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 10 1 4 
Arr 1 3 2 2 6 

1,2 State Police Off 4 9 20 4 3 1 3 3 26 26 30 1 

~ 2' 1 3 1 1 1 2 
, 26 26 30 ~ 

Arr 2 1 8 2 2 3 2 17 17 30 30 2 
2 Off 1 -- 8 55 9l~ 17 3 4 3 3 1 43 1 1 50 48 2 3 38 26 3 9 28 10 14 

COUNTY TOTAL Clr 1 5 5 13 6 2 2 1 2 1 3 1 41 40 1 38 20 1 3 6 2 4 
(7 380) Arr l' 6 6 16 5 4 4 7 3 1 1 40 37 3 38 48 2 4 ·13 2 10 

12 Morrcw Co, SO Off 31 48 1 4 5 2 

~! 9 9 1 .- 1 5 
1;' l' 2 18, _ 5 4 2 1 5 1 1 

12 Heppner PD Off 1 3 22 1 21 16 3 1 
(1,600) ~lr 1 1 1 3 1 1 16 3 1 

tArr 1 2 3 2 15 7 
12 State Police Off 2 12 20 5 1 2 2 2 3 1 16 14 2 47 1 3 

1r 2 3 1 2 15 13 2 47 1 2 
~r 1 7 4 3 1 10 8 2 47 24 2 2 1 5 
~ff 3 46 90 6 1 2 3 2 28 1 16 14 2 68 4 6 

COUNTY TOTAL ~lr 1 1 12 15 2 1 2 2 15 13 2 68 4 3 
(5 190) ~rr 3 26 11 3 3 1 6 \ 2 10 8 2 1 67 24 2 10 2 5 

-
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011 012 02 03 D4 05 (Xj 07 OQ2 D3 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 V 18 181 182 183 181! 19 20 21 22 23 24 26 28 29 
12 Umatilla Co, i Off 3 2 11 94 156 10 8 5 48 4 63 9 4 62 2 58 2 9 146 107 2 13 72 12 

SO Clr 1 .8 20 3 3 2 10 5 2 27 2 25 1 146 78 5 15 4 
i Arr 1 2 2 10 20 5 1 1 2 2 4 19 19 1 136 38 8 10 

12 Athena PD 

I 
Off 1 2 5 2 1 2 2 10 1 1 

(945) C1r 1 3 1 10 1 
Arr 1 1 1 1 1 10 1 ru rnirmiston PD S Off 1 7 63 201 14 12 4 11:' 1 91 5 4 17 15 2 180 55 8 41 17 7 

(5,930) C1r 6 5 53 5 12 2 4 1 15 5 4 17 15 2 180 54 8 41 17 7 
Arr 8 3 42 2 3 1 3 2 20 5 4 14 12 2 180 49 10 37 15 5 

12 Mil ton-Fruewat er Off 2 16 51 200 23 1 5 9 84 11 7 12 9 2 1 2 21 12 35 18 34 7 30 
I'D (4)4~-:i) Clr 12 6 49 3 5 4 12 3 4 9 8 1 1 21 8 27 11 9 10 

Arr 6 6 40 10 1 10 2 15 15 21 32 1 30 12 6 6 
12 Pil.:>t Rock I'D Off 8 19 2 2 2 19 1 6 18 3 1 

(1, ;15) C1r 1 3 1 1 2 2 1 6 14 1 
Arr 1 3 3 6 14 1 5 

12 Pendleton PD 2 Off 1 11 96 249 774 43 24 10 48 56 3 310 21 11 62 3 47 12 21 74 194 18 90 293 25 110 
(14,080) e1r 1 5 66 49 238 14 16 5 24 68 2 35 20 3 53 2 43 8 12 74 188 17 75 211 24 79 

Arr 1 8 27 34 229 21 16 1 4 5 1 17 11 1 63 1 54 8 74 248 19 71 214 33 73 
12 5 tanfie1d PD Off 1 12 20 6 1 1 4 2 2 6 1 1 

(1,000) e1r 3 4 1 1 4 1 
Arr 1 1 1 4 6 

5 Umatilla I'D Off 1 9 12 27 B 2 1 1 4 5 1 4 4 37 4 1 2 5 
(~> 620) e1r 7 Z. 2 3 2 3 1 1 4 4 37 4 1 2 4 

Arr 6 1 1 1 7 - 7 37 4 1 4 2 4 
10 Heston I'D Off 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 4 3 

(625) elr 1 1 1 1 4 3 
Arr 3 3 

12 State Police 2 Off 3 2 7 19 126 167 41 13 6 6 7 28 8 1 271 241 30 2 639 2 8 24 8 
e1r 2 1 3 - 9 8 15 13 3 1 1 ~ 6 3 1 265 235 30 1 639 2 8 17 2 
A'rr 2 1 4 6 37 53 21 11 2 1 8 10 1 156 141 15 638 217 4 13 12 1 44 

3~ Off 3 7 23 161 620 1570 143 69 19 71 lf2 8 609 56 28 430 5 375 2 48 35 1121 397 57 145 471 50 173 
COUNTY TOTAL e1r 2 2 9 102 82 388 42 42 5 31 90 3 n 38 3 13 376 4 331 1 40 15 1121 351 44 109 297 41 106 
(48 200) Arr 3 1 1 14 56 91 387 52 42 1 7 10 5 61 31 11 275 1 248 26 1 1109 605 25 138 292 55 138 

12 Vlhee1er Co. SO Off 16 28 2, 7 1 1 3 
Clr 3 1 1 
Atr 5 1 '3 1 1 1 11 5 

12 State Police Off 2 5 1 1 3 9 9 2 1 
C1r 9 9 2 1 
Arr 5 6 6 2 13 2 
Off 18 33 3 1 10 1 9 9 3 '+ 

COUNTY TOTAL elr 3 1 9 9 3 1 
(2 010) Arr 5 6 3 1 1 6 6 3 24 7 

4( IUt 3 8 25 ,~ L832 '4 '4 <!b f/j ~4/j 3 L2 59 30 540 5 482 2 57 39 1255 429 00 L08 53 68 188 
DISTR1CT TOTAL Clr 3 3 10 111 109 425 52 45 8 33 94 4 89 39 3 14 480 4 428 1 47 16 1255 376 45 123 308 49 111 

Arr 3 1 2 16 67 ).40 431 71 47 5 10 19 5 74 33 14 358 1 322 35 2 1£40 729 29 162 317 58 1-53 

, 



" 

D istr ct ),3 PART I OfFBW UfAAl\NCES & ARRESTS • . PART' I I OFFENSES, CLEflMNCES, & ARRESTS 
ORl.k> ABUSE 
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all 012 02 03 04 05 (Xi 07 042 09 10 Jl 12 J3 14 15 16 ]] 18 181 182 183 1811 1920 21 22 23 24 26 28 29 
12 Baker Co.SO 

I 
Off 1 .4 1 9 1 4 2 2 5 1 1 1 8 5 2 1 1 7 2 1 1 2 
Clr " 1 2 2 1 4 2 2 1 7 1 
Arr 1 5 1 13 2 1 2 1 5 2 1 1 8 1 4 1 2 1 5 2 1 3 3 

1.2 Baker I'D I 1 Off 1, 1 2 14 102 3110 20 17 1 ~ l1l2 1 166 22 2 <; 32 1 29 2 H 73 24 22 111 34 83 
(9,480) Clr 1 12 11 1.Q7 11 8 54 33 2 2 1 28 1 25 2 71 18 17 32 39 

Arr 1, R 1/; _69. J. ~ 2 1 10- 2 29 27 2 5~t ]2 23 lL 32 a 
12 State Police Off 1 2 IB 37 5 3 9 8 2 71 64 7 115 1 1 5 1 

Clr 1 2 10 1 2 1 2 66 ,9 3_ 115_ 1 3 1 
Arr • . 1 , 2c) 14 4 9 6 41 36 5 115 76 1 3 5 

1 Off 2 2 2 20 _121 426 26 24 12 9 l47 1 175 25 2 6 111 1 98. 2 10 1 197 .76 25 24 118 34 81t 
COUNty TOTAL C1r 1 14 13 111l 12 10 ,6 34 5 2 1 C)8 1 86 2 9 1 197 12 1 18 20 32 40 
(15,700) Arr 1 1 14 22 111 23 8 2 3. 6 21 7 2 1 78 1 67 1 9 1 179_ 150 1 27 23 32 30 

12 Union Co. SO ' 4 Off 11 18 10 1 20 13 3. 1 1 1 3 '1. 10 10 
Clr 1 2 2 3 
Arr 1 1 3 1 3 1 3 

12 Elgin I'D 1 Off 4 R 41 ...3. 5 % 1 4 1 3 12 6 1 11 5 
(1,585) Clr 1 3 1 4 1 1 12 2 1 3 

Arr 2 2 A 1 1 3 3 12 20 1 6 1 
12 LaGrande I'D 10 Off 2 3 27 119 399 20 20 7 11 44 139 5 19 54 1 46 1 6 1 4 77 12 4 20 146 7 12 

(10,410) Clr 14.. 22 83 111._ 1A 25. 16 23 5_ 4 45 1 40 1 3 77 7 11 49 1 2 
Arr 18 28 48 15 15 2 2 12 4 22 3 1 98 1 87 4 6 2 77 78 26 119 15 8 

12 Union PD 1 Off 2 5.. 13 .36 3 1 1 1 1 35_ 4.. 3 3 2 6 3 ..5_ 3 22 3 8 
(1,920) Clr 1 3 6 2 6 1 

Arr 2 2 2 6 1 5. 1 1 1 1 3 3 6 11 2 1 4 
12 State Police Off 1 6 36 118 11 2 4 3 14 12 1 62 55 7 130 2 1 7 18 

Clr , 
1 3. 6 52 3 1. 1 6 6 1 61 54 7 130 2 1 6 10 

Arr 2 1 5 20 70 14 2 1 13 11, 1 38 33 5 130 61 1 9 12 
16 Off 2 _6.. --42 187. 612 lflt 27 11 15 84 1 235.. 14 20 12'>- 2 108 1 13 1 .9_ 228 23 ..9 25 196 10 53 

COUNty TOTAL C1r ' 2 18 32 146 21 16 2 6 22 33 6 4 107 1 95 1 10 228 11 12 56 1 16 
(2?.100l Arr 2 3. n 51 127 33 26 2 A 28 4 34.- 5 2 142 1 126 l±. 11 2 228 171 33 13A. 17 24 

: 12 Wallowa Co,SO Off 1 9 11 1 2 2 
C1r 1 1 1 1 2 
Arr 1 1 1 2 1 , 

12 Ep,t~rprise PO Off 1 Ii 38 2 2 4 45 3 7 4 4 10 7 -' 
(1.840) Glr 1 1 13 . '1 2 1 20 3 7 3 I> 10 5 

Arr 1 1 3 1 1 7 5 2 3 1 
12 Joseph. I'D . Off 4 1 

(935) elr N NE REPOR ED 
Arr 1 1 

12 Wallowa PD Off 1 2 3 
(890) C1r 1 1 

Arr 1 1 
12 State Police Off 1 4 6 11 2 2 3 6 1 53 - 51 1 1 1 64 1 9 2 

C1r 1 2 3 2 1 1 5 53 51 1 1 64 1 9 1 
Arr 1 2 7 2 2 1 8 1 34 32 1 1 64_ 118 9 2 2 
Off 2 5 25 62 5 4 3 5 56 4 53 51 1 1 1 73 5 <I 19 7 2 

COUNty TOTAL C1r 2 3 5 17 3 3 1 26 3 53 51 1 1 73 4 4 19 5 1 
(6.780) Arr 2 3 9 ·6 3 2 2 9 1 1 34 32 1 1 73 123 2 13 2 3 

17 O:t l 4 8 67 333 1100 '5 55 26 24 236 2 466 43 2 26 _288 3 z57 4 24. 11 498 104 38 68 321 4.4 139 
DISTRICT TOTAL Cll:' ." 2 35 SO 28:1. 36 29 2 6 7Q 93 14 2 5 258 2 232 4 20 1 498 87 5 49 81 33 57. 

Arr 3 3 3 44 82 244 59 36 4 7. 36 4 64 13 2 4 254 2 225 6 21 2 1 480 444 :3 73 159 49 57 

. 
t::i 



District 14 

12 llarney Co. so I 
I 

12 Burns PD 
(3,535) 

12 Hines PD 
(1,490) 

12 State Police 

COUNTY TOTAL 
(7 350) 

12 Ma1heur Co. SO J 

12 Nyssa PD 
(2,775) 

12 Qnte.rio PD 
(7,775) 

Off 9 19 34 3 1 i' 3 15 3 3 
C1r 3 5 6 1.i; , Z 1 1 1 
I~A~r~r~-r~~1---+-~7~--~3+-~7~--~--~ 6 2 7 7 1 

1 Off 30 38 123 8 2 2 3 1 70 ~ 1 ~ 2 1 ? 2? 
C1r 9 3 26 5 3 1 6 2 3 2 1 1 22 12 14 
Arr 11 2 14 , 1 1 1 11 ~ 1 3 2 1 ?? ?". ? 
Off 1 21 3.', 3 20 1 3 3 1 6 2 
C1r 1 .. 2 1 Ii 
Arr 1 3 3 1 2 6 
Off 7 . 5 1 1 1 22 20 2 21i 
C1r 1 1 1 21 19 2 26 
Arr 1 2 2 7 2 1 14 1 ". 1 _1 % Q 

1 2 
1 1. 

7 9 

21 2'l 

6 8 
2 l' 
~ 

1 
l~ 
2 

4_16 
1 1 C; 

2 

11~0~f~fr--r_~1~1-__ +-~39i __ ~8~5~1~91.5~~1~.5~~3~~2~~2+-76r-~1~1~lO~6 __ ~5 __ +-~1_~31+--r~2~~:8~-+~3~+-~~ __ '~4 __ ~lL7r7_~~'4~~4~'1+-~1i~1 __ 4~_~117~ 
C1r ~ 12 10 37 7 1 , 1 R ~ 25 22 , 1 ~ _12 1424 25 1 16 / 
Arr 1 19 10 26 12 2 2 7 1 17 4 1 24 22 2 2 ,4 "12 2 44 ,4 ? )~L 

Off 1 1 1 24 51 
C1r 1 1 13 4 3 2_2 1 
Arr 2 9 61 1 4 2 2 2 2 1 
Off 1 1 33 137 6 1 9 26 3 71 9 "I 3 3 l,.l 18 32 119 ,1) 11 12 
C1r 9 24 3 5 6 2 2 3 ~ 41 R Q 2c; Q ? 8 
An _8 2 1 3 1 2 ,3 l,.Q 8 1 .36 23 10 12 
Off 1 2'9 95 546 26 12 1,11) 70 1220, 2 16 7 7 Ii 102 ." .,L.7',+-?_li!J.1i'0'i-1~11'""-1, __ ",-+?_.>:':jI'Q2-J 
Cll: 2 9 81' 4 3 2 17 2 7 2 44 4 102 21) ,0 27 10 1R 

~~~~~ ____ ~~~Ar~,t~~ __ ~4-__ 1-~2+-~1~8T-_~81 __ .. ~10~ __ ~3 __ ~~y-1~L'~+-~3-74~~2~~~~~~1~2 __ +-~lL~2 __ r-~-r~~1~02~_C;~i'4~_~4_~4.~Q_~11?~ __ 4-~l~4 
12 Vale PD 1 Off 5 10 39 2 2 1 4 17 3 1 5 ~ 3 24 4 6 (; 2 4 , 

(1,750) CIt 4 1 8 1 2 1 2 3 1 'i, 2 24 4 C; Ii 13_ ~ 
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APPENDIX 

nCR bEFINtTI0NS 

The FErts Uniform Crime Reporting program collects and reports crime offense 
data for the nation and in many instances reports data for smaller subdivisions 
of the country. Essential to the maintaining of uniform and consistent data 
was th~ establishment of a standard definition of the offenses used in the 
program. This insures that offenses with different titles under state and 
local laws are considered and appropriatel; counted in UCR. 

The definitions in this publication are those published in the FBI 1975 UCR 
Handbook. '1< 

Due to disparities in reporting traffic-related deaths which are a majority 
volume element of criminal homicide - IlManslaughter by Negligenc~lI, man­
slaughter offense data is not included in this report. 

Part I Offense Definitions 

La. Criminal Homicide -- Murder and Non-negligent Manslaughter 

1 I.. 
.L .. U '. 

2. 

Definition -- the willful (no~-negligent) killing of one human being by 
another. 

As a general rule, ar:.y death due to a fight, argument, quarrel, assault, 
or comlllission of a crime is counted as l.a. Homicide. Count one 
offense for each person willfully killed by another. 

Suicides, accidental deaths, assauJts to murder, and attempted murders 
are not counted as l.a. Murder and Non-n~gligent Manslaughter. Sui­
cides are not counted in Uniform Crime Reporting. Some accidental 
dea ths are counted as 1. b. Manslaughter by Negligence. Assaul ts to 
murder and attempted ~urders are counted as aggravated assaults. 

Criminal Homicide ~..;. Manslaughter by Negligence 

Definition -- the killing of another person through gross negligence. 
As a general rule, all deaths caused by the gross negligence of another 
are counted. One offense is scored for each person killed. The death 
of a person caused by his own negligence is not counted as an actual 
offense. All traffic deaths are counted and recorded. Those traffic 
deaths which are found through police investigatio~ to be accidental 
(without gross negligence) should be counted as "unfounded./I Count as 
unfounded the death of a. person who was determined by your investigation 
to be negligent in causing his own death. 

Forcible Rape 

Definition 
will. 

the carnal knowledge of a female forcibly and against her 

Count one offense for each person raped or upon whom an assault to rape 
or attempt to rape has been made. Do not count statutory rape offenses. 
Statutory rape ;is defined as the carnal knowledge or the atte.mpted 
carnal knowledge of a female with no force used and wherein the female 
victim is under the legal age of consent. Do not include other sex 
offenses under this category. Statutory rape and other sex offenses are 
classified and counted as Part II offenses. 

*Federal Bureau of Investigation "Uniform Crime Reporting Handbook", United 
States Department of Justice, January 1975. 

121 



122 

3. .Robbery 

4. 

5. 

Definition -- the taking or attempting to take anything of value from 
the care, custody, or control of a person or persons by force or threat 
of force or violence and/or by putting the victim in fear. 

Ro'bbery is a vicious type of theft in that .it takes place in the pres­
ence of the v:f.ctim. The vict,i.m, who usually is the owner or person 
hav~rtg custody of the property, is directly confronted by the perpe­
trator and is threatened with force or fear that f'orce will be used. 
Robbery involves a theft or larceny but aggravated by the element of 
force or threat of force. If no force or threat of force is used, such 
as in pocket picking, or purse snatching, the offense must be scored 
as larceny rather than robbery. 

Xf force is used in the commissiQn of a theft such as in overcoming 
the active resistance of the victim in a purse suatching, then the 
offense is to be classified as strong-arm robbery. 

Aggravated Assault 

Definition. -- an unlavTful attack by one p~\)::'son upon another for the 
purpose of inflicting severe or aggravated bodily injury. This type 
of assault usually is accompanied by the us,,;! of a weapon or by means 
likely to produce death or great bodily harln. 

Assault, as used in Part I of the UCR, may be defined as an unlawful 
attack hy one person upon another. Aggravated assault is defined as 
an unlawf~l attack by one person upon another for the purpose of in­
flicting severe bodily injury usually accompanied by the use of a 
weapon or other means likely to produce death or great bodily harm. 
AttemptE! should be inc.luded since it is llClt necessary that any injury 
result from an aggravated assault when a gun~ knife, or other weapon 
'is used which could and probably would result in serious personal in­
jury if the crime was successfully completed. 
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1. 
1/ 

1/ II 
The .:.ategories of aggravated assault include the commonly entitled 
offenses of assault with intent to kill or murder; poisoning; assault 
with a dangerous or deadly weapon; maiming, mayhem, and assault with 
intent to maim or commit mayhem; assault with explosives; and all 
attempts to commit the foregoing offenses. Attempt to murder or 
assault to murder are reported as aggravated assault. All offenses 
coming to the attention of police iuvolving an assault by one person 
upon another with the intent to kill~ maim, or inflict severe bodily 
injury with the use of any dangerous weapon are classified under one 
of the aggravated assault categories. 

1/ 

Ij 
I 

! 
Burglary -- Breaking or Entering 

j I 
( / 

Definition -- the unlawful entry of a structure to commit a felony or 
a theft. 

;.'. I 
;'/ 

;1 

Offenses locally known as burglary (any degree); unlawful entry With! 
intent to commit a larceny or felony; breaking and entering with intent" j 
to commit a larceny; housebreaking; safe-cracking; and all attempts 1 
at these off.enses are counted in UCRas burglary .,,~~;::;;:::::::, c., 
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6. Larceny -- Theft 

Definition ~- the unlawful taking, carrying, leading, or riding away 
of property from the possession or constructive possession of another. 

Larceny and theft mean the same thing in Uniform Crime Reporting. Motor 
vehicle theft is not included and.is counted separately because of the 
great volume of thefts in that particular theft category. 

AJ.l thefts which are not part of a robbery, burglary, or motor vehicle 
theft should be classified in this category regardless vf the value of 
the article stolen. All thefts'and attempted thefts are counted. 

NOTE -- Embezzlement; fraudulent conversion of entrusted property; con­
yersion of goods lawfully possessed by bailees, lodgers, or finders of 
lQst property; obtaining money by false pretenses; larceny by check, 
larceny by bailee, and check fraud are all to be classified as Part II 
offenses. 

7. Motor Vehicle Theft 

Definition -- the theft or attempted theft of a motor vehicle. 

Count in this classification the theft or attempted theft of a motor 
vehicle which is defined for this program as a seif-propelled vehicle 
that runs on the surface and not on rails. Examples of motor vehicles 
are automobiles~ trucks, buses, motorcycles, motor scooters, snow­
mobiles, etc. 

Part II Offense Definitions 

8. Other Assaults 

Assaults and attempted assaults which do not result in serious or 
aggravated injury to the victim are included as other assaults. 

9. Arso:!!. 

10. 

Included are all arrests for violations of State Laws and municipal 
ordin.ances relating to arson ap.d atte.mpted arson. Included: any 
willful or malicious burning or attf!mpts to burn, with or.·, without 
intent to defraud, a dwelling house, church, college, jail, meeting 
house, public building or any building, ship o~ other vessel, motor, 
vehicle or. aircraft; contents. of buildings, personal property of 
another, goods or chattels, crops, trees, fences, gates, grain, vege­
table products, lumber, woods, cranberry bogs, ,marshes ~ meadows, etc. 

If perscnial injury results from the arson, the situation would be 
classified as aggravated assault. In the ,event a death results from 
arson, the incident would be classj"f,:t~1i as murder. 

Forgery and Counterfeiting 

Fo~gery and counterfeiting are treated as allied offenses. In. this 
class are placed all offenses dealing with the making, altering, 
tittering or possessing, with intent to defraud, anything false in the 
semblance of that which is true. 
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11. Fraud 

Fraudulent conversion and obtain:ing money or property by false pre­
tenses. Includes bad checks~ confidence games, etc., except forgeries 
and counterfeiting. 

12. Embe~zlement 

Misappropriation or misapplication 0-1: money or property entrusted. to 
one's care, custodys or control. 

13. Stolen Property; Bu¥ing, Receiving, Possessi~ 

Included in this class are all offenses of buying, recekv~ngt and 
possessing stolen property, as well as all attempts to commit any of 
these offenses. 

14. Vandalism 

Vandalism consists of the wi~lful or malicious destruction, injury~ 
disfigurements or defacement of any public or private propertys rea.l 
or pe~sonal, without consent of the o~qner or person having custody or 
control, by. cutting, tearing, breaking, marking, painting, dre.wings­
coveriri.g with filth~ or any other such means as mllY be specified. by 
local law. This offense covers a wide range of malicious behavior 
directed at property such as: cutting auto tires, drawing obscene 
pictures on public restroom walls, smashing windows, destroying school 
records, tipping over gravestones, defacing library books, etc. 

15. Weapons; Carrying, Possessing, etc. 

This class deals with weapon offenses regulatory in nature. 

16. Prostitution and Commercialized Vice 

Included in this class are the sex offenses of a commercialized nature. 

17. Sex Offenses 

(Except forcible rape and prostitution and commerciali:;:ed vice.) 
includes offenses against chastity, common decency~ morals, and the 
like. 

18. Narcotic Drug Laws 

Included are all arrests for violations of-State and local laws J 

specifically tnose relating to the unlawful possession, sale, use, 
growing, manufactur~ng, and making of narcotic drugs. 

a. Opium or cocaine and their derivatives (morphine~ heroin, 
codeine). 

b. Marij uana. 
c. Synthetic narcotics -- manufactured narcotics which can 

caus~ true drug addiction (demerol, methadones). 
d. Dangerou$ nonnarcot~c drugs (barbiturates, benzedrine). 



19. Gambling 

All charges which relate to promoting, permitting, or engaging in 
gambling are included in this category. 

20. Offenses Against the Family arid Children 

Included here are·all charges of nonsupport and neglect or abuse of 
family and children. 

21. Driving Under the Influence 

This class is limited to the driving or operating of any vehicle or 
common carrier while drunk or under the influence of liquor or narcotics. 

22. Liquor Laws 

With the exception of "drunkenness" (offense No. ·23), and "driving 
under the influ.ence'! (offense No. 21), liquor law violations, State or 
local i are placed in this class. 

*23. Drunkenness 

Included in this class are all offenses of drunkertnessor intoxication, 
with the exception of "driving under the influence" (offense No. 21). 
Detoxification cases are not recorded here. 

249 Disorderly Conduct 

In this class are placed all charges of committing a breach of the 
peace. 

*25. J.agrancy 

Persons prosecuted on the charge ,of being a "suspicious character or 
person j etc." are included in this class. 

26. All Other Offenses 

Included in this class are every other State or local offense except 
traffic, not included in offenses 1 to 25. 

*27. Suspicion 

'While "suspicion" is not an offense, it is the ground for many arrests 
in those jurisdictions where the law permits. 

28. Curfew and Loitering Laws -- (Juveniles) 

Counted are all arrests made by departments for violation of local 
curfew or loitering ord-inances where such laws exist. 

*NOTE: Suspicion is not a criminal offense in Oregon. Drunkeness and vagrancy 
were repealed by the 1975 Oregon Legislature and are no longer criminal 
offenses by statute. 
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29. Runaway -- (Juveniles) 

Arrest Def~nitions 

For the purposes of UCR t adult persons are cons~dered "ARRESTEDu 
whether by actual physical arrest or the issuance of misdemeanor 
citations. 

Juveniles are considered "ARRESTED" when the circumstances are such 
that if he or she were an adult an arrest would be made or a misdemeanor 
citation issued~ 

Clearance Definitions. 

Clearances b:r Ar.rest 

An offense is "cl~ared by arrest ll or solved for crime reporting purposes 
when at least one person is: 

1: Arrested; 
2. charged with the commission of the offense; and 
3. turned over to the court for prosecution. 

The prosecution can follow arrest, court summons, or police noti<.~e. A 
clearance by arrest can be, claimed when the offender is a person under 
18 years of age and is cited to appea~ in juvenile court or before 
other jt~venile authorities. This clearance can be taken even though 
no physical arrest was made. 

Remember that the number of offenses and not the number of persons 
arrested are counted in the clearances recorded. 

Exceptional Clearances 

In certain situations police are not able to follovl the three outlined 
steps under "clearance by arrest" to clear offenses known to them. In 
many instances police have exhausted all leads and have done everything 
else possible in order to clear a case. If the following questions can 
all be answered "yes" the offense can then be cleared e:l!=ceptionally, 

1. Has the investigation definitely established the identity 
of the offender? 

2. 

3. 

Is there enough information to support an arrest, charge~ 
and turning over to the court for prosecution? 
Do you know the exact location of the offender so that you 
could take him i~:o·custody now? 
Is there some re~son outside the police control that stops 
you from arresting, charging, and prosecuting the offender? 
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