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FOREWORD

To the People of the State of Oregon:

Crime is one of the major social problems of our time. It
disrupts the lives of many people by promoting anxiety and appre-
hension and often leaves its victims with not only a financial loss,
but also physical and mental disabilities. It can be, and often
is, merciless, relentless, and destructive to life and must be
dealt with efficiently and decisively.

This report is part of a comprehensive planning effort
toward reducing and ceoatrolling crime and delinquency in Oregon and
making it a safer, more enjoyable place in which to live. For the
first time in many years, property crimes such as burglary and lar-
ceny are showing decreases throughout the state. However, other
types of crime, violent crime in particular, continue to increase.

Information regarding crime and offenders can be useful to
law enforcement officials in the development of effective programs.
The information presented in this report is the most accurate cur-
rently available in Oregon, and as demonstrated by the extent of
its coverage is a tribute to the cooperative spirit of the law
enforcement agencies throughout the state, ’

Sincerely,

Bt STt

Bob Straub
Governor
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OREGON AT-A~GLANCE *

Oregon, central state of the Pacific group, is bounded on the north by
Washington, on the east by Idaho, on the south by Califernia and Nevada
and on the west by the Pacific Ocean, and lies between 42 degrees 15 min-
utes, north latitude; and 116 degrees 45 minutes and 124 degrees 30 min-
utes, west longtitude.

M Oregen originally included Washington and Idaho, and parts of Montana and

Wyoming, with an area of 286,541 square miles. The width east and west
is 395 miles and the length north and south is 295 miles. Oregon was
admitted to the Union on February 14, 1859, and the 33rd star in the flag
was added for the state on July 4, 1859.

Oregon Census (1976)

State total (estimate) . . . . . . . O 7: % W 10
Urban (1970) e e e e e s e e e e e e e e e (67.1%)
Rural (1970) e e e e e (32.9%)

Median age of population . . . . . . v s+ s s e s s o s a 29.0 years
Number of households (1970). . . . . e e e e e e e 691,631
Persons per household (1970) . . . e e e e s e e e s 2.94

Persons per square mile (1975) . . . & v 4 ¢« ¢ o ¢« ¢ o o . 23.7

e = & 3 &
.
.
.
-

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 + +» + + + « s s « « « « « » 96,981 sq. mi.
(ranks 10th by states)

Land area e a s 4 s s s s s s« .+ » 96,184
Water area e v e e e s s s e e e s 797
Elevation

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

Oregon as

Personal Income of Oregonians (1975) U. s. Oregon 7 of U.S.
Total (millions of dollars) 1,257,354 13,201 1.0%
Per capita (dollars) 5,902 5,769 97%

Industrial Sources of Civilian Income in 1975 Received by
Persons for Participating in Current Production (Millions of Dollars)

Oregon U.S.

Contract constructdon « « ¢ ¢ + ¢ ¢« 4 o 4 o ¢ ¢ o o « + + « 604 58,832
Farms Y S 33,873
Finance, insurance & real estate . . « + . + ¢ « ¢ o o o . 460 50,367
Government O T 2°7 173,324
Manufacturing s e e e e s s s s e s e a e s e e s 2,443 242,962
Mining v e e s b s e n vs % e s s e e e 25 13,269
Services e A1) 152,070
Transportation, communications and public utilities . . . . 760 68,227
Wholesale and retail trade. + « « « v o o ¢« ¢ & & o « o = » 1,932 159,416
Other © e e e e e e e e h e e s e s e e e s 64 3,501
Total s 4 s a4 @ a4 e e s s e wsoes e e s 9,989 950,837

%Facts about Oregon from 1977-1978 Oregon Blue Book.
: iv - a
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COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY*

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

Forest products,; including lumber and plywood and paper and allied products,
continue to be Oregon's leading industry. The harvesting and processing of
timber into a wide wvariety of products accounts for nearly 43 percent of the
state's more than 5,000 manufacturing establishments, about 37 percent of its
manufacturing employment and slightly less 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 some-
what by the growth of other kinds of manufacturing and the growth of service
industries.

From 1958 to 1974, the wvalue added by all manufacturing inereased from $1,222
million to $4,721 million. During this same period, value added by the forest
products industry increased from $660 million to $1,974 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. In the 15 years from 19606
to 1975, employment in the metals-related industries rose from about 24,000
to about 53,000 representing an increase from 16 percent to about 29 percent
of the state's total manufacturing employment.

Agriculture is a major industry in Oregon, with cash receipts from farm mar-
keting of over $1 billion in 1975.

Tourism is 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
activities, including tetail and wholesale trade, services and transportation.

*Facts about Oregon from 1977-1978 Oregon Blue Book



ABSTRACT

This report is an in-depth analysis of criminal offenses and arrests
reported in Oregon during 1976, including offense, clearance, and
arrest data by administrative district, county, and municipalities

in Oregon. The data indicates Oregon's Index crime rate decreased 4.8
percent in 1976, versus an increase of 6.2 percent in 1975.

Offenses in the Crime Index include the violent offenses of murder,
rape, robbery, aggravated assault; and the property offenses of bur-
glary, larceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft.

The three property offenses which account for 92.8 percent of the

Index offense total, all showed decreases in 1976. Burglary was down
10.4 percent, larceny was down 2.2 percent, and motor vehicle theft

was down 11.6 percent. The violent offenses, which represent 7.2 per-
cent of the Index offense total, showed a net increase of 4.1 percent
in 1976. Forcible rape was up 9.7 percent, robbery was up 2.1 percent,
and aggravated assault was up 4.8 percent. Murder was the only violent
offense to show a decrease (down 25.5% from 1975).

A comparison of Oregon's Index crime rate in the report with those of
Washington, Idaho, Nevada, and California, indicates that Oregon ranked
third in Index crime rate behind California and Nevada respectively.
Among the four neighboring states, Oregon showed the largest decrease in
Index crime rate and property crime rate in 1976.

The report also indicates that among the three largest cities in
Oregon, (Portiand, Eugene, Salem) Salem was the only city to show an
increase in Index crime (+3.5%) while the cities of Portland and Eugene
showed decreases of 5.0 percent and 8.0 percent respectively.

Statistics are also included regarding Part IT offenses (other offenses
excluding Index) which all showed increases in 1976 with the exception
of family offenses and juvenile runaways. Increases in Part II of-
fenses ranged from +3.8 percent for vandalism to +71.3 percent for buy-
ing, selling and receiving of stolen property.

The total number of persons arrested in 1976 increased 4.2 percent
over 1975 with 27.5 percent of the total arrested for Index crimes and
the remaining 72.5 percent arrested for Part II crimes. The highest
percentage of arrests were for Driving Under the Influence of Intox-
cants.

The number of juveniles arrested in 1976 accounted for 34.7 percent
of the total number of arrests and showed a decrease of 0.3 percent
while the number of adults arrested increased by 6.7 percent. The
number of females arrested in 1976 accounted for 18.7 percent of the
total and showed a 10.6 percent increase while the number of males
arrested increased by 2.8 percent.
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SUMMARY OF STATISTICS

1976
3
\@\
OFFENSES 278,497
ARRESTS 104,212
CASES CLEARED 84,894
ARRESTS FOR PART I CRIMES 15,026 JUVENILES
13,637 ADULTS
ARRESTS FOR PART II CRIMES 21,090 JUVENILES
54,459 ADULTS
SELECTED OFFENSES
NUMBER OF ARRESTS PRIRCIPAL TYPES MEAN VALUE
HIGHEST NUMBER OF OFFENSES {Age) OF PROPERTY PER
OFFENSE MORTH | DAY TIME TARGET OR TYPE 17 AND | 18-24 | 25 AND STOLEN CFFENSE
UNDER OVER
ROBBERY December | Tuesday | 8pm~-10pm } Miscellaneous 1 263 368 295 Currency $543
{schools, parks,
parking lots}
Highway
(streets, alleys)
BURGLARY January Honday 6pm-Spm 3,571 1,347 616
Residential Single-family " T.V.s, radios, $315
stereos
Currency $182 -
Jewelry $489
Non-Resid. Public schools Currency $257
Restaurants Consumable gds. 5107
Service stations Tools $498
Grocery stores
{local neighborhood
:;RCENY August Saturday| épm-6pm 9,132 4,532 [3,370 s
October [
3
Shopliftiné Grocery stores Consumable gds. $ 5
(large chain) Clothing $ 40
Dept. store Jewelry $ 76
{clothing sections)
Theft From
Motor Veh. Motor vehicles Radiocs, stereos $150
Tools $256
Clothing § 66
Theft From
Buildings Public scnools Currency $189
| Restaurants Tlothing $ 80
Taverns Tools $2%6
Sexvice stations . Consumable gds.| $120
Grocery stores .
Dry cleancrs
FRAUD January Friday | 10am-4pm | Bad checks 135 430 642 currency $ 77
June Saturdayi
August
October
VANDALISH December | Saturday| 10pm-12pm| Vehicles 2,076 717 )-473 Damage 591
\ Resideénces - $ 4
| Public bldgs. @ $ 87

vii ‘ , P,
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SECTION 1
OVERVIEW OF OREGON CRIME REPORTING

AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE
SYSTEM

INTRODUCTION

This is the third annual report of criminal offenses and arrests produced by
the State of Oregon since the origination of the Oregon Uniform Crime Reporting
Program (OUGR). OUCR is an incident based reporting program, tailored to the
needs and operational procedures of the police agencies in Oregon.

Incident based reporting requires the recording of specific information about
each criminal event known to the police. A criminal event may be teported to
a police department by a victim or other source or discovered as a result of
police operations. Any reported criminal incident that is determined to .be

unfounded through subsequent police investigation is deleted from the counts.

The Oregon Uniform Crime Reporting Program requires the reporting of all '
criminal offenses defined as "Part I and Part II Crimes", and the reporting .~
of all arrests for such offenses. Law enforcement agencies also report the
clearance of such offenses by arrests of persons or other means. The number
of persons reported as arrested includes all persons reported as physically
arrested, summoned or cited by police agencies during 1976.

The OUCR system provides reporting agencies with the capability to record
statistics on activities handled by the agency that do not constitute criminal
events. It also allows the agency to record and report additional attributes
of both criminal events and activities such as the location within the juris-
diction or time of day of the occurrence.

Reporting agencies submit the recorded data monthly to the Law Enforcement
Data System either on provided forms or magnetic tape. The data is then pro-
cessed in a computerized system and reports reflecting the monthly activity
of each agency are produced and returned to the contributcr for their use.
Data is reported by 29 offense categories ag used by the FBI program. De-
finitions of the 29 offenses are included in Appendix A of this report.

As agency reports are processed each month, data required for the FBI National
UCR Program is extracted. When all agencies have been processed, a magnetic

tape containing UCR data for all Oregon incident reporting agencies is mailed
to the FBIL. Ui

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. §tate Police and County Sheriffs have con-
current jurisdiction in all counties of the state. Their reports generally
apply to those areas outside incorporated cities which have municipal police
departments. i



DEGREE OF”REPORTING

During 1976, offense and related supplementary information, including arrest
data, was received from £33 municipal police departments, 36 county sheriff
departments and the Oregon State Police, who have provided offense and arrest
information in all 36 counties.

In 1976 the number of agencies participating in the OUCR program represented
service to 99 percent of the state's population. However, the Portland Police
Bureau, the Multnomah County Sheriff, and the Springfield and Eugene Police
Departments had not converted to incident reporting for 1976. The Portland
and Multnomah County Departments reported both Part I and Part II information.
in summary form.

The Springfield and Eugene Police Departments did not provide information re-
lating to Part II offenses. Statistics relating to day of week, time of day,
premise type and article type do not include Springfield, Eugene, and Portland
Police agencies or the Multnomah County Sheriff's Office.

“JSE OF QUCR

If a crime is not reported to the police, it will not be included as part of
the officlal crime rate. Thus, under-reporting of crime can have a significant
impact, not only on crime rates, but also on the evaluation of the effective-
ness of crime reduction programs.

Substantial evidence is contained in a report entitled Criminal Victimization
Surveys in Eight American Cities* which showed that reporting rates are highly
stable among most social groups and across different geographical areas. This
suggests reported crime can be a goed indicator of crime patterns and trends.

While it is apparent that crime Information reported to the police does not
provide a complete picture of the crime situation in our society, it is com-
plled and analyzed because of the following reasons:

a. Reported crime information is used by the police agencies for re-
source allocation and determining appropriate agency responses to
occurrences.

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 based in definitions which are standardized (uniform)
across the nation and it is unlikely that it will be appreciabely
altered in the forseeable future,

*Criminal Victimization Surveys in Eight American Cities: A comparison of
1971/72 and 1974/75 Findings, U. S. Department of Justice, Report No.
SD-NCS-C~5, November, 1976.
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INTERJURISDICTIONAL COMPARISONS

Care should be taken in drawing conclusions and making decisions about prob-

lems based solely on ¢rime 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. o

v

Some general factors which may dffect the amount of crime reported are:

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

P

.Composition of the population with reference particularly to age.

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

.Relative stability of the population, including commuters, seasonal,
and other tramnsient types.

.Climate, including seasonal weather conditions, and other geographical _i
variations. i

.Religious characteriotics of the population.
.Effective strength of the police force.

.Policies of the prosecuting officials and the courts.
+Attitude of the public toward law enforcement problems. o f
.The administrative and investigative follow-up of the local law :

enforcement agency, including the degree of adherence to crime- B
reporting standards.

LAW ENFORCEMENT IN OREGON

Municipal police departments have full police powers within their jurisdictions ;
including the investigation of crime, enforcement of state crlminal and traffic =
laws and city ordinances. SR

County Sheriffs exercise general law enforcement authority in 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 enforce-
ment services to incorporated munic:Lpallties on a comntract 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 clties except. when ‘
assistance is requested by a local police agency. State Police have primary
responsibility for patrol of interstate freeways, the State highway system, ﬁ“l
and enforcement of fish and game laws. Occagionally, patrols are lso 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 service 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 per-
sonnel. There were 5,610 full-time law enforcement employees reported in 1976

- as illustrated in Table 1.1. This represents an increase of 1.0 _percent in the
total of all personnel in municipal police agencies, sheriffs departments, and
the State Police over 1975.

Male employees accounted for 78.2 percent of the total employees. The total
number of male employees decreased by 0.8 percent in 1976 while the number of
female employees increased by 7.7 percent. Sworn officers accounted for 83.1
percent of the total work force with the remaining 16.9 percent being full-
time civilians.

Of the 4,386 total male employees, 95.7 percent were sworn officers and 4.3
percent were civilians. Of the 1,224 total female employees, 37.6 percent

were sworn officers and 62.4 percent were civilians. Using the total State
population of 2,341,750, the number of law enforcement employees per 1,000
population was 2.39. The number of sworn officers per 1,000 population was
1.99.. The number of sworn officers increased over 1975 by 2.9 percent.

TABLE 1.1
FULL-TIME LAW ENFORCEMENT EMPLOYEES
(SWORN AND CIVILIANS), 1976

TOTAL ~ SWORN ~ FULL-TIME NO. OF
EMPLOYEES  OFFICERS CIVILIAXS EMPLOYEES PERCENT ~ PERCENT
PER 1,000 FEMALE  CIVILIAN
5,610 4,657 953 POPULATION
M F. M F M F
4,386 1,224 4,197 460 189 764 2.39 22.8 16.9%
COURTS

During 1976 there were forty-six Justice Courts with misdemeanor and traffic
jurisdiction. Twenty-four Counties had District Courts with Circuit Courts pro-
viding service to all 36 counties. Circuit Courts have jurisdiction in all
felony criminal matters. The State Court of Appeals and the State Supreme

Court provide service at the Appellate levels, P
During 1976, 14,485 felony cases, 31,683 misdemeanors and 454,790 traffic cases
were filed in the State court system; 165 Municipal Courts reported handling

an additional 121,639 traffic cases* {includes only those municipal courts re-
porting for the entire 12 month period).

* Data from JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION IN THE COURTS OF OREGON - 23rd Annual
Report, State Court Administrator, 1976.

B
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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 persoms 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
correction process. Referrals made by law enforcement officers, parents,
relatives, neighbors or any interested party may result in an informal or
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 delinquency cases.

™

i

CORRECTIONS

At the State level, the Corrections Division of the Oregon Human Resources
Department is responsible for all adult offenders sentenced to state penal
institutions or placed under the supervision of parole or probation. During
1976, the Division received 1,385 offenders committed to institutional custody
with 2,514 placed on probation. As of December 31, 1976, the Division had

2,640 inmates in actual custody plus 208 housed in°regional or local facili-
ties on work release or educational programs; an additional 7,842 persons were
under parole or probation supervision. During 1975, 1,069 persons were released
from institutions to parole by order of the Oregon Board of Parole¥.

Responsibility for State programs dealing with juvenile delinquency, welfare
and other needs of children is vested in the Children's Services Division of

the Department of Human Resources. The Division operates two training schools,
two work-study camps, 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. o

5

* Data from the Corrections Division of the Yregon Human Resourcc = ‘epart-

ment. J )
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SECTION 2

STATEWIDE OFFENSE AND ARREST DATA

INTRODUCTION

This section presents the number of criminal offenses and arrests reported by
police agencies in 1976. The statistics represent the aggregate of all re- -
porting agencies within the state, except when noted, and is-arranged in the
following five subsections:

1. Overview of offenses.

2. Overview of arrests.

3. Detailed information regarding Index and Part II offenses..
4, Data concerning assaults against police officers.

5. Comparison with neighboring states.

Certain types of information do not represent the State as a whole (e.g., day

of week, time of day, type of premise, article stolen, degree of charge at

time of arrest). Some of these elements are optional for agencies to report

and other such as Part II offense breakdown data are not reported by the agencies -
still using the summary reporting method. Except for the total number of offenses
and arrests, monthly statistics, and detailed information about Index crimes, A
Portland Police Bureau, Eugene and Springfield Police Departments, and the Mult- -
nomah County Sheriff's Office are not included.

The statewide offense totals in this section are not identical to those shown
in Section 4 of this report. The differences are less than 0.5 percent and
are the result of two different and separate methods of compmling the data at
two different points of time. |

i

OVERVIEW OF OFFENSES

In 1976, the total number of offenses (Index and Part II) were reported by
police agencies to have increased 2.4 percent over 1975. The Index crimes -
(murder, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny-theft,
motor vehicle theft) showed a decrease of 3.0 percent while Part II crimes in-
creased by 9.3 percent (see Table 2.1).

The Index crime rate (offenses per 100,000 population) continued to be higher
than that for Part II crimes (6,314.6 versus 5,912.0 respectively). The high- .
est rate was calculated for larceny at 3,775 offenses per 100,000 while the
second; highest was burglary at 1,684. Since Part II crimes were not reported
by the Springfield and Eugene Police Departments, the Part II crime rates were
calculated using the State population minus the populations for the cities of
Springfield and Eugene.




TABLE 2.1 - NUMBER OF OFFENSES

1975-1976
Number
Percent of Offenses
January Thrwe January Thru Distribution Per 100,0GC
CRIME INDEX OFFENSES  Deccember 1975 December 1976  Change 1976 Pepulation
MURDER 125 97 ~22.4% 0.03% 4.1
RAYE 739 824 +11.5% 0.3% 35.2
ROBBERY 2,974 3,094 +4,0% 1.1% 132.1
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT 6,173 6,587 +6.7% 2.47% 281.3
BURGLARY 43,235 39,443 -8.8% 14,28 1,684.3
LARCENY~-THEFT 88,761 88,401 -0.47 31.7% 3,775.0
MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 10,470 9,425 -10.07% 3.4% 402.5
INDEX TOTAL 152,477 147,871 -3.0% (53.17) 6,314.6
PART 11 OFFENSES **
SIMPLE ASSAULT 6,274 6,626 +5.6% 2,4% 299.9
ARSON 1,092 1,218 +11.5% 0.4% 55.1
FORGERY-COUNTERFEILIT 1,598 1,930 +20.8% 0.7% 87.4
FRAUD 5,825 6,845 +17.5% 2.5% 309.8
EMBEZZLEMENT 122 132 +8.2% 0.05% 6.0
STOLEN PROPERTY 265 454 +71.3% 0.,2% 23.6
VANDALISM 31,261 32,453 +3,8% 11.7% 1,458.8
WEAPONS 1,284 1,513 +17.8% 0.5% 68.5
PROSTITUTION 511 663 +29.7% 0.2% 30.0
GTHER SEX OFFENSES 2,507 2,803 +11.8% 1.0% 126.9
DRUG ABUSE TOTAL* 8,524 9,515 +11.6% 3.4% 430.6
Narcotic (561) (426)
Marijuana (6,624) (7,847)
Synthetic (103) (88)
Other Dangerous ’
Drugs (1,236) (1,043)
GAMBLING 76 81 +6.6% 0.,03% 3.7
OFFENSES AGAINST FAMILY 761 724 ~4.,97% 0.3% 32.8
DUIL 18,556 23,351 +25.8% 8.4% 1,056.8
LIQUOR LAWS 5,471 5,716 +4.5% 2.1% 258.7
DISORDERLY CONDUCT 4,363 4,581 +5.0% 1.6% 207.3
ALL OTHER OFFENSES 18,676 19,690 +5.4% 7.3% 891.2
{except traffic)
CURFEW 1,502 1,714 +14.,1% 0.6% 77.6
RUNAWAY 10,823 10,617 -1.9% 3.8% 480.5
PART II TOTAL 119,491, 130,626 +9.3% (46.97%) 5,912.0
GRAND TOTAL 271,968 278,497 +2.4% 100.0% 12,226.6

* Drug abuse breakdowns do not add up tc the total in 1976.

**Part II offenses not reported from Eugene or Springfield P.D.

***Drunkenness and vagrancy were dropped as they are no longer criminal

offenses in Oregon



The percentage distribution of both Index offenses and Part II from Table
2.1 is depicted in the form of a pie chart in Figure 2.1. As shown, larceny
represents the largest portion of all ‘offenses with larceny, burglary, and
vandalism together representing the majority of offenses in Oregon (57.6% of
the total in 1976). The two major crimes in terms of seriousness, murder

and forcible rape, represented a very small percentage of ¢rime in 1976 (less
than 0.4%).

Arson Weapons, Prostitution,k
Murder Forgery Other Sex Offenses,
Rape Embezzlement Gambling, Family Offenses,
Robbery  Stolen Property Curfew, All Offenses
1.4% 1.4% \ 9.6%
Disorderly
Conduct
167 S~
Liquor Laws
2.1% \
Fraud
2.5%
Drug Abuse ,
3.47% Larceny
31.7%
Motor Vehicle-””/’
Theft
3.4%
Runaway,/’//,///
3.8% Burglary
14.2%
Assault
(Aggrav. & Simple)

Vandalism

4.8% 11.7%

FIGURE 2.1 - ALL OFFENSES, - 1976
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
The Index and Part II crimes were combined into several general categories
as shown in Table 2.2 with their respective percent distribution, change from
1975 to 1976, and rate per 100,000 population. As shown, the crimes involving
theft represented the highest rate per 100,000 (6,286) and showed a decrease
of 2.4 percent from 1975 while the other categories all showed increases.

St
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TABLE 2.2 - GENERAL CATEGORIES OF CRIMES
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION AND CHANGE

1975-1976
NUMBER

1976 OF OFFENSES

PERCENT CHANGE PER 100,000
CATEGORY DISTRIBUTICN 1975-1976 POPULATION
Crimes Involving Violence 6.2% +5.6% 736
(Murder, Forcible rape,
Robbery, Assault)
Crimes Involving Theft 52.7% -2.4% 6,286

~

(Burglary, Larceny, Motor Vehicle
Theft, Forgery, Fraud, Embezzlement,
Buying & receiving stolen property)

Crimes Involving Destruction to
to Property 12.1% . +4.,1% 1,524
{Arson, Vandalism)

Sex Crimes 1.2% +14.8% 157
(Prostitution, QOther Sex Offenses)
Drug and Liquor Violations 13.9% +18,.5% 1,746
(Drug Abuse, DUII, Liquor Laws)
S Disorderly Conduct 1.6% +5.0% 196
o : Other Offenses 12.3% +3.7% 1,554

(Weapons, Gambling, Family Offenses,
Curfew, Runaway, All Other)

TOTAL 100.0% +2.4% 12,227

Index Crime

There were 147,871 Index offenses reported by police agencies in 1976 and repre-
sents 53.1 percent of all offenses reported statewide. Of the Index offenses,
10,602 or 7.2 percent were violent offenses (murder, forcible rape, robbery,
aggravated assault) and 137,269 or 92.8 percent were property offenses (burglary,
larceny, motor vehicle theft).

Larceny accounted for 59.8 percent of all Index offenses and 64.3 percent of the
property offenses as depicted in Figure 2.2 with burglary second at 26.7 percent
of the total. Aggravated assault accounted for 4.5 percent of all Index offen-
ses, but represented 62.1 percent of the violent offenses. Murder represented
the lowest percentage (0.07%) in 1976,

The Index crime rate (offenses per 100,000 population) was 6,315 per 100,000

in 1976 - a decrease of 4.8 percent from 1975 as presented in Table 2.3. The
highest increase in Index crime rates was in forcible rape (+9.7% over 1975)
“while the murder rate decreased 25.5 percent. The highest increase in arrest
rates was for forcible rape (+18.6% over 1975) while the arrest rate for murder
decreased by 14.3 percent.

" There were 28,630 arrests in 1976 for Index offenses of which 3,818 or 13.3
percent were for violent offenses and 24,812 or 86.7 percent were for property
offenses. As in 1975, the highest number of grrests in 1976 were for larceny
(59.5% of the total arrests for Index crimes).
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Of the 147,871 reported Index offenses, 29,014 or 19 percent were cleared com-

pared to 18.4 percent in 1975. The clearance rate for violent crimes was 44,5

percent ( up 3.2 percentage points) while the clearance rate for property crimes

was 17.7 percent compared to 16.8 percent in 1975. The highest clearance rate :
was for murder (84.5%) with the next highest being for aggravated assault (51.1%).

/VF
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Larceny
59.78%

Property

- L ]
Crime

Motor Vehicle Theft
6.37%

Violent - -

. Murder 0.07%
Crime

Forcible Rape 0.56%

Aggravated Assault Robbery 2.09%

4,45%

FIGURE 2.2 - INDEX OFFENSES - 1976 R
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION | St
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TABLE 2.3 -~ INDEX OFFENSES, ARRESTS, AND CLEARANCES

1974-1976
RATE PER RATE PER PERCENT OF

NUMBER OF 100,000 PERCENT NUMBER OF 100,000 PERCENT NUMBER Of QFFENSES

TYPE OF OFFENSE YEAR OFFENSES POPULATION CHANGE ~ ARRESTS POPULATION = CHANGE ' CLEARANCES  CLEARED
MURDER 1976 97 4.1 -25,5% 112 4.8 ~14.3% ; 82 84.5%
1575 125 5.5 — 129 5.6 +33.3% 107 85.6%

1974 125 5.5 95 4.2 ; 97 78.0%

: ]

FORCIBLE RAPE 1976 824 35.2 9.7 269 11.5 +18.6% | 376 45.6%
1975 739 32.1 ~0.6% 223 9.7 ~-18.5% 319 43.2%

1974 733 32.2 : 269 11.9 : 287 39.2%

ROBBERY 1976 3,094 132.1 +2.1% 926 39.5 41247 895 28.9%
1975+ 2,974 125.4 -1.0% . 814 35.4 ~1.4% 789 26.5%

1974 2,962 130.7 ? 814 35.9 1 656 22.2%

‘ ! i .
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT ig;g 6,587 281.3 +4.8% | 2,511 107.2 +4.5%2 | 3,369 51.1% =

o 6,173 268.5 +35,1% ¢ 2,358 102.6 +62.6% | 2,922 47.3%

13 4,502 198.7 1,430 63.1 Poo2,112 46.9%

VIOLENT CRIME ig;g L 10,602 452.7 +4,1% | 3,818 -163.0 +6.52 | 4,722 44,52
, 1,01 435.0 +18.5% i 3,524 153.0 +36.6% | 4,137 41.3%

1974 . §,322 367.0 2,548 112.0 I 3,152 37.9%

BURGLARY 1976 © 39 443 1,684.3 -10.4% | 5,534 236.3 -13.3% } 5,828 14.8%
1975+ 43,235 1,880.6 +3.77 | 6,264 272.5 +3.4% | 7,205 16.7%

1574+ 41,093 1,813.5 5,973 263.6 ; 5,974 14.5%

LARCENY 1976 :  gg,401 3,775.0 -2.2% 17,034 727.4 +1.82 | 16,403 18.6%
1975 ! 88,761 3,860.9 +7,1% 16,434 714.8 +7.6% | 14,714 16.6%

1974 .+ 81,654 3,603.4 15,051 664.2 i 13,390 16.47

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT 1576 9,425 402.5 -11.6% 2,264 95.8 ~3.8% 2,061 21.9%
1975 10,470 455.4 -1.5% 2,289 99.6 -4.,0% 1,965 18.8%

1974 10,475 462.3 2,352 103.8 . 2,016 19.3%

PROPERTY CRIME 1976 137,269 5,862.0 -5.4% 24,812 1,059.5 -2.5% 24,292 17.7%
1975 142,466 6,197.0 +5.4% | 24,987 1,087.0 +5.3% ~23,884 16.8%

1974 133,222 5,879.0 23,376  1,032.0 21,380 16.1%

TOTAL 1976 147,871 6,315.0 rh.8% 28,630 = 1.222.5 -1.4% 29,014 19.6%
1975 152,477 6,632.0 46.2% 28,511 1,240.0 +8.4% | 28,021 18.4%

1974 141,544 6,246.0 25,924 1,144.0 {24,532 17.3%

1
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Part II Crime

There were 130,626 Part II offenses reported by police agencies in 1976 - and
represents 46.9 percent of all offenses reported statewide. The highest

number of Part II offenses were of vandalism (24.87 of the Part II total) with
DUII offenses second and represmenting 17.9 percent of the Part II total. All
Part II offenses showed increases in 1976, with the exception of family offenses
and runaway, and ranged from +3.8 percent for vandalism to +71.3 percent for
stolen property offenses.

STOLEN, DAMAGED, DESTROYED PROPERTY AND LOSS VALUE

Index Offenses

In 1976, the total value of property stolen in the commission of Index offenses
was reported at $46,408,086 - an increase of 1.8 percent over 1975 (see Table
2.4). Of this total, $15,158,468 or 32.7 percent in value was recovered.

The highest value of property stolen was $15,599,694 for stolen motor vehicles
which accounted for 33.6 percent of the total stolen value and showed the
highest percentage of recovered value (73.8%). If motor vehicles are subtracted
from the totals, the stolen walue would be $30,808,392; recovered, $3,646,852 ~
a recovery rate of only 11.8 percent.

TABLE 2.4 - TYPE AND VALUE OF PROPERTY
STOLEN AND RECOVERED - 1976
(Index Offenses)

PERCENT VALUE PERCENT
TYPE VALUE STOLEN DISTRIBUTION RECOVERED RECOVERED
Currency, notes, etc. $ 3,607,625 7.8% $ 194,752 5.4%
Jewelry, Precious Metals 2,726,202 5.9% 327,131 12.0%
Clothing,Furs 1,596,216 3.4% 133,215 8.3%
Motor Vehicles 15,599,694 33.6% 11,511,616 73.8%
Office Equipment 488,858 1.1% 61,471 12,6%
T.V., Radio, Stereo, etc. 6,425,823 13.9% 493,064 7.7%
Firearms 1,079,858 2.37 181,027 16.8%
Household Goods 1,338,535 2.9% 86,075 6.4%
Consumable Goods 576,636 1.27% 113,345 19.7%
Livestock 176,183 0.4% 54,192 30.8%
Miscellaneous 12,792,456 27.5% 2,002,580 15.7%

TOTALS 46,408,086 100.0% $15,158,468 32.7%




_Part I1I Offenses

Table 2.5 illustrates the Part II offenses involving a loss of property, either
stolen, damaged, or destroyed. 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 re-
ported. As shown, the loss of property resulting from arson was almost 2.7
million - a quite substantial increase over 1975. Vandalism and fraud also
represent serious problems with lgss values of $1.6 million and $0.5 million
dollars respectively. All categories except "all other" showed substantial
increases over 1975.

TABLE 2.5 - PART II OFFENSES INVOLVING PROPERTY
VALUES - 1976

*Number of **Stolen or
Offenses Category *Loss Values
1,270 ARSON $2,697,774
1,931 FORGERY -~ COUNTERFEITING 162,143
6,848 FRAUD 566,768

133 EMBEZZLEMENT 134,363
454 STOLEN PROPERTY 29,361
32,451 VANDALISM 1,617,353
19,690 ALL OTHER (Except Traffic) 22,774
62,777 TOTALS 55,230,536

* Part II offenses not reported by Eugene and Springfield Police
Departments. .

*% Part II property values not reported by Eugene, Springfield and
Portland Police Departments.
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TOTAL ARRESTS - STATEWIDE

In 1976, police agencies reported a total of 104,212 arrests - an increase of
4.2 percent over 1975. Arrests for Index offenses (murder, forcible rape,
robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny and motor vehicle theft)
accounted for 27.5 percent of the total (28,630 arrests reported for Index
offenses in 1976 - an increase of only 0.3 percent over 1975). Arrests for.
Part II offenses accounted for the remaining 72.5 percent of the total (75,582
arrests reported for Part II offenses in 1976). This is an increase of 5.7
percent over 1975 (See Tables 2.6 through 2.9).

The largest percentage of arrests (22.4%) were for DUII with the next highest
percentage (16.3%) being for larceny. Of the total arrests, 84,687 or 81.3
percent were male; 19,525 or 18.7 percent were female. The highest numbers \
of male arrests were for DUII, larceny, liquor law violations and drug abuse.
The highest numbers of female arrests were for larceny, DUII, runaway, and

drug abuse,

Of the male arrests, 31.8 percent were juveniles; 68.2 percent were adults.

Of the female arrests, 47.0 percent were Juveniles, 53.0 percent were adults., -
The number of male arrests increased by 2.8 percent over 1975 while the number
of female arrests increased by 10.6 percent. The female arrests for Index -
crime increased 17.0 percent over 1975 while the number of male arrests de— v
creased by 3.5 percent. S

In 1976, 52.5 percent of the arrests for Index offenses (15,021) were of’
juveniles; 47.5 percent were adults (13,609). Of the Part II offenses, 27.9 -
percent (21,095) were juveniles; 72.1 percent (54,487) were adults. Of the
total, 34.7 percent were juvenile, 65.3 percent were adult. B :

The total number of Juveniles arrested in 1976 represents a decrease of 0. 3
percent while the number of adults arrested represents an increase of 6. 7
percent over 1975. Juveniles arrested for Index crimes decreased 1.7 per—
cent; adult arrests increased 2.7 percent. ,

The number of arrests of Juveniles and adults by offense and various race
categories are presented in Table 2.9. In total, the number of whites -
arrested represented 93.4 percent; Negros, 4.2 percent; Indians, 2.0 per—
cent; and Other, 0.04 percent. Of thé number of arrests of juveniles: 94. 5.
percent were White; 3.7 percent were Negro; 1.4 percent were Indian; and

the remaining 0.4 percent were of other races. Of the number of arrests- of
adults: 92.8 percent were White; 4.5 percent‘were Negro; 2.3 percent were -
Indian; and the remaining 0.04 percent were of other races.




TABLE 2.6 - NUMBER OF ARRESTS - 1976 - STATEWIDE

10 & 13 to 25 to {30 to|35 tol 40 |45 to| 50 td 55 td 60 {65 & [TOTAL TOTAL
OFFENSE  lunder|11-12 14 |15 | 16 {17 | 18 | 19 |20 | 21 | 22 |23 | 24 | 29 [ 34. |39 |to 44| 49 | 54 | 59 |to 64| Over PUVENILE| ADULT
MURDER. 4] 2 1 6 3l 4 4 8] 6 4 12| 20| 12f 6| 7| 4 5 1 3l 1 13 99
MYSLTER. 20 3| 1| sl oxb el 2] 3] a3 af af sl 3l 2| 1 IR REEI BT
FORC. RAPE ; 4| 8 7 7 4] 16| 18| 19} 18| 13| 12| s4f 28 27| 18] 9 4 3 .26
ROBBERY | 10| 10 46| 53 | 83| 61| 84| 66| 52| 50| 41| 34| 41] 164| 57 36| 22| 5 7
AG. ASSLT.| 26| 44 142{ 103 | 122 124} 101 114 | 113| 120] 203 | ‘94| 108| 428 260 170| 123
BURGLARY 170] 3211,006| 774 | 7231 577 401 297 | 181 161 128 | 109| 70| 3065 138 78} 34
| LARCENY se6l1,0762,55011,74611,795 1,3991,189] 870 | 674 537] 493 | 424 | 345[1,268] 625] 400 | 299

M.V, THEFT| 10 43 405| 420 365 214 170] 102 | 73| 63| 46| 39| 28] 132 64 30| 20
otn. asstt| 10| 34 112| 74| 8§ 84 107| 104 | 86| 83| 85| 99| 62| 302| 170 106] 81

ARSON 51 42 57| 26/ 210 14 8| 10 5 4 7 6] 23] 10 5] 4
FORG/COUNT| 5|  d 30| 48] 37 31 as| 37| s2| 31| 36| 33| 29| 92| - 620 29| 21
FRAUD 4 d 19! 35| 3d 4§ 52| e4| 62| e8| 76| 52| 56| 226 153} 87| 67
EMBEZZ, - R 1} 1

STLN. PROP| gl 39l sl 30l e sd | 37| 21| 10f 26| 13| 16] sof 23 17| 6
VANDALISM | 2670 33d s27| 312| 344 204 177| 136 | 84| 102{ 73| 91| 54| 192] 115 ss5| 33]

WEAPONS 51 111 ‘eol 6ol 74 od 144| 8| 770 61| 49| e8| 57| 181 105 77| 48
PROSTITUT. 1 2 8 14 33 86| 78 571 65] 51 55 504 91 49| 38 15
SEX OFF. 2| & as| 16l 27 24 23] 39 20f 25| 24| 28| 22| 98] 63 45| 32
DRUG ABUSE 30 31 326] 472 879 1,0541,243}1,131] 937] 776| 655 584 | 463[1,384f 411f ‘161| 61
GAMBLING 1l 1 .6l 6l 3| 29| 14 24| 20
FAMILY OFF} 73 1 8 5 4 2 3 2l 2| 3 3} 5{ 3; 16} .7 11| %
DUIL 3 1 6 32| 18d 372 631} 683 | 755[1,030{ 926 | 925 8173, 269]2,710R,346 2,155

LIQ. LAWS 9| 24 381 e78}1,429 2,1092,414[1,8350,194| 329| 192 | 176 | 124 393 238 231| 210} 23
prs. conp.] 10l 43 1e1| 193] 234 26 311] 246 278| 302| 260 | 239| 205| 748] ‘389 250 ‘163 14
ALL OTHER 87| 124 494l 4250 4ed 414 431] 43 s0a] 410 204 { 285 239| 923! - s13| 348l 222] 17
CURFEW 24| 101 ssi| 601 714 604 ' ' - i :

RUNAWAY 62 24011,404{1,020] 801 28¢

ToTAL _ |,352[2, 508,414 17,151 (8,500 8,1847 658]6, 3045151 |4 261] 3,601,377 b,824 110,736,216k, 560 3,678




TABLE 2.7 - ARRESTS OF MALES BY AGE

10 & 13 to DS to |30 to]35 tof 40 |45 to| 50 td 55 td 60 |65 & [TOTAL TOTAL
OFFENSE  junder(11-12 14 | 15 | 16 | 17 181 19 {20 | 20t 22 123 | 24 | 29 | 34 {39 o 44l 49 | 54 | 59 |to 64| Over BUVENILE| ADULT
MURDER 1{ 4 2 2| 4 6] 3 | 12 8 9 5 3 4 3 9 82
MNSLTER. 1].1 1 4 2 3 1 1 3 1 2 2 2 1 5 26
FORC. RAPE 7 4| 16|18 | 19| 18| 13 | 12 | 54| 28| 27 | 18 9 3 25 242
| ROBBERY 7] 39 43 | 69| 53 75 55 | 42 | 44 ) 33| 33 41 | 148 521 33 21, 5 7 2 2 221 593
AG. ASSLT.| 24 | 357 97 | 88 | 98104 89 [ 106 104 {115 | 95 | 84 12103 409 | 237 | 158|115 79 | 43| 31§ 18| 16 4461 1,802
BURGLARY | 151 | 302 |959 | 719 | 696 1550 | 375 | 286 [173 [ 155 {122 [103 | 68 [290 | 136 | 74| 32 | 25| 18 8f_ 3 4| 3,377( 1,872
LARCENY 433 | 691 1,601 {1,135{1,263 1,012 855 | 627 |493 | 391 | 320 {281 |[250 {883 | 391} 269|195 | 140 [ 116 | 105 54 | 85 6,135| 5,455
M.V. THEFT| 10 | 37| 357 372] 326 204161 | 94 | 63 | 62 | 44| 36 | 24 (125 | 60| 29| 20 8 3 41 3 2| 1,304 738
OTH. ASSLT{ 10 | 31| 89| 60| 72 77| 92| 86| 75 | 72 | 79{ 93 | 57 270 [ 156 { 94| 69 | 44 | 28| 21| 14 8 339§ 1,258
ARSON 50 | 41| 44| 24| 200 18§ 8| 10] 5 3 7 5| 5 s Wl 2 31 1 1 197 79
FORG/COUNT| 3 4l 121 24 211 15) 25 20f 321 19 20| 22 { 18 | 63| 52| 17} 18 14 8 3l 3 77 334
FRAUD 2 6] 17 26 37| 39| 44| 39} 46| 56| 38 | 43 [166 ] 90| 62| 45| 41| 23] 18| 1 4 96 753
EMBEZZ. 1 1 ' 2
STLN. PROP| 7 | 10| 48| 33] 53 49| 29| 33| 17 8| 22{ 12 |. 14 | 46| 20| 16f{ S5 5 4 200 231
VANDALISM | 246 | 310 490} 291] 321 284 165 | 128 | 79 95 67 | 80 48 1176 | 104 50| 27 34 22 7 7 5 1,942] 1,094
WEAPONS s| 11| 56| s6f 72 88f135 | 69 ) 71| 53 ) 46| 56 | 54 |164 | 99| 71| 47 38| 19] 15| 8 5 288 950
PROSTITUT. ' 1 1 5 1 4 4 3 B[ 7 5 36 3% T 1, 2 1 . . » pp
SEX OFF. 2| 8| 33) 13| 23 26| 22| 3620 } 224 24128 | 27 | 95 | 62| 43| 31 | 28| 17} 23| 7| 7 104 487
DRUG ABUSE} 3 | 24| 229} 371} 737| 897}1,098] 953 |819 | 668 | 579 [486 {387 [1,158 331 | 128) 65 | 29 17} 12} 2 41 272611 6,736
GAMBLING 1 1 .21 4 1 25/ 13| 18] 11| 14 3] 12f 5] 6 1 115
FAMILY OFF} 13 2 4 2 1 2] 1 2| 3 3 12 5| 8| 2| 1 , 22 39
DUII 2 1 6] 25| 165 334| 577] 631 |704 | 931 | 833 | 834 | 741 (3,244]2,373|2,0141,804|1,64811,49201,0701 703 | 482 533 | 20,085
LIQ. LAWS 6 | 11| 231 464|1,110 1,732,086}y g3g/1,084 302 | 167 | 159 |111 | 339] =219 217 194 223] 210 146|113 | 54| 3,553| 7,260
p1s. conp.l 10 | 33| 129 161 1871 220 277 209 234 265 | 233 | 203 |186 | 669| 342( 214 142| 124 85 62| 32| 28 741 3,311
ALL OTHER | 71 | 104 | 383| 322{ 388 353 373] 375/ 331 337 | 261 ]237 |195 748| 385] 262 154 129 94 72| 37 421 1,621 4,018
CURFEW 17 | 651 357| 392f 527 484 ' ‘ ' | 1,842 v
RUNAWAY 46 | 123 | 481] 405) 388 149 1,592
TOTAL 1.119/1,850 5,6705,027]6,569%,703 |6,489{5,429] 4,42033619}3,02 9,162|5,209| 3,8553,0392,657| 2,231 1,621 1,020 755 6,938

2,816 2,40]
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TABLE 2.8 -~ ARRESTS OF FEMALES BY AGE

10 & 13 to D5 to{30 to|35 tol 40 |45 to] 50 tq 55 td 60 |65 & [TOTAL TOTAL

OFFENSE  |under{11-12 14 | 15 | 16 |17 |18 | 19 |20 | 21 | 22 {23 | 24 | 29 | 34 |39 |co 44| 49 | 54 | 59 |to 64| Over DUVENILE| ADULT

MURDER 2 2 2 2 1 2 3 1| 2 1 1 1 1 4 17

MNSLTER. 1 1 2 ;

FORC. RAPE 1 1 o1 1 :

'ROBBERY 3| 7110 {16 |8 | 9 |11 |0 6 | 8 |1 16 | 51 3] 1 2 | 70 4

AG. ASSLT.y 2 | 9 | 45 j15 | 24 }20 |12 8 9] 5 8 10 5 119 123 | 12 | 8 | 16 4 8 | 1 115 148 |

BURGLARY 19 119 | 47 |55 |27 {27 |26 |11 81 6 6 | 6 2 116 2 4.1 2 1 . 1 194 91

LARCENY 133 385 1949 l61l 532 387 1334 {243 1181 (146 173 [243 | 95 386 1234 [131 ho4 | 74 | 74 | 49 | 40 | 40 12,997 |2,447

M.V. THEFT 6 | 48 [ 48 | 39 |10 9 8 |10 1 2 3 6| 7 4 1 2 151 51

OTH. ASSLT 7 23 | 14 16 {11 15 18 11 | 11 6 6 5 132 14 12 |12 2 2 1 69 151

ARSON 1 |13 | 2 1 1 1] 2 1 1] 2 1 . 18 9

FORG/COUNT| 3 | 2 | 38 |24 |16 (18 }20 |17 | 20 |32 16 |11 | 12 |29 |10 |12 | 3 1 2 10 1 79 166 5

FRAUD | 2| 2 3 |18 6 | 8 }13 |20 | 23 22 |22 |14 | 13 {60 |63 | 25 |22 | 13 4 4 1 39 319 - L

EMBEZZ. 1 1 2 =

STLN. PROP| 1 | 1 41 6 l1a |9 2 | 4 4 | 2 4 1] 21 4 3 1|1 ' ' 35 | 28

VANDALISM | 21 f 21 | 37 [21 [ 23 |12 |12 8 s |1 7 | 6 | 11 6 {16 | 11 5 | 6 1 1 1 134 96

WEAPONS 4] 4 3 {8 9 |15 6| 8 3 | 12 3 |17 6 6 | 1 4 19 94

PROSTITUT. | 1 21 7 a7 {27 ls8s |74 | 53 |62 |43 | 48 | 45 |55 | 15 7 54 | 488 y
’ SEX OFF. 2| 3 s |1 1 3 3 3 i L ! , 1|14 s

DRUG_ABUSE 9 | 97 |01 138 p57 145 |178 {118 |108 | 76 | 98 | 76 [226 | 80 . 33 | 6 8 3 3 502 1,158 e

GAMBLING ‘ ' ‘ 4 2 2 | 4 14 619 | ‘ 34 o

FAMILY OFF} 10 1 4 |3 2 1 3 1 3 1 2 4 2 3 2 {2 1 | 2 2%

DUII 1 7 126 {38 {54 |52 |51 |99 |93 | 91 | 76 385 [337 [328 [351 [267 [217 [139 | 81 | 42 70 12,663

LIQ. LAWS 3] 11 |150 j214 (315 P77 328 197 |112 |27 |25 | 17 | 13 |54 |19 | 14 |16 8 |8 |l 4l 1] 1 1,070 844

DIS. COND. 8 | 32 J32 |so Ja1 f34 |37 | a2 |37 l27 | 36 | 10 [29 jar | 32 |21 |16 | 16 7. 3 163 453

ALL OTHER | 16 | 20 [111 l103 77_163 58 59 | 67 173 | 53 48 4 175 |126 {86 |68 47 25 | 29 | 7112 390. 977

| CURFEW 7 | 36 {224 |209 {183 20 | : . o 779
RUNAWAY 16 (117 | 923 1615  [413 - J37 : ’ - [ R N B {2,221
TOTAL 233 lsse 12,744 2.12d1 9370 482 I 1691965 1731 eaz  Isze |ser l423 B 5ol o07l725 K19 lags  iaes [2s4 ,13;;103‘ 9 ;73___hglagzr ,

B T Tt
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TABLE 2.9 - NUMBER OF ARRESTS
BY RACE BREAKDOWNS
JUVENILES ADULTS
WHITE NEGRO INDIAN OTHER| WHITE NEGRO INDIAN  OTHER

OFFENSE L
MURDT % 11 1 1 88 9 2
MANSLAUGHTER 5 26 2

| FORCIBLE RAPE 20 6 196 37 10
ROBBERY 199 52 2 489 149 23 )
AGG. ASSAULT 489 56 12 A 1671 187 80 12
BURGLARY 3332 197 39 3 1780 142 37 4
LARCENY 8447 512 132 41 7055 621 142 84
M.V. THEFT 1369 56 27 3 721 47 19 2
OTHER. ASSAULT 368 30 7 3 1227 125 53 4
ARSON 213 2 81 7
FORG/COUNT 142 13 1 439 50 7 4
FRAUD 125 8 2 994 47 26 5
EMBEZZLEMENT 4
STOLEN PROPERTY 222 11 1 1 203 53 3
VANDALISM 2015 40 12 9 1094 49 43 4
WEAPONS 290 10 7 835 169 38 2
PROSTITUTION 35 25 1 428 232 7 8
SEX. OFFENSES 112 3 473 23 3 2
DRUG ABUSFE 2709 22 22 10 7526 278 77 13
GAMBLING 1 139 8 2
FAMILY OFFENSES 41 2 58 3 2 .
TUIT k 589 2 11 1 22131 282 294 AR
1, LQUOR LAWS 4513 17 84 9 7450 226 400 28
DISORDERLY COND. 840 35 26 3 3404 142 202 16
ALL OTHER 1887 69 52 3 4671 188 121~ . 15
CURFEW 2494 81 40 6
RUNAWAY 3678 87 39 9
TOTAL 34145 1348 518 1Q5 63183 3076 1589 248

*1t appears that many DUIIL arresté are improperly reported as White since
the element of race is not required on the Oregon Uniform Traffic Citation

form.

—
vy
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A summary of the arrest rates (arrests per 1,000 population) for both juveniles
and adults is presented in Table 2.10 by general offense categories. As shown,
the highest arrest rate for crimes of violence was for adults - 1% times higher
than juveniles. The arrest rate of juveniles for crimes of theft was three
times higher than adults and four times higher for crimes against property.

The arrest rate of adults for drug and liquor violations was two times higher
than juveniles with the adult rate for sex crimes being three times higher.

The arrest rate of juveniles for all other remaining kinds of offenses was
three times higher than adults. 1In this category, the juvenile rate is pre-
dominately curfew and runaway violations where the adult rate is composed of
other offenses such as trespassing and harrassment.

TABLE 2,10 - ARREST RATES - JUVENILE AND ADULT
BY OFFENSE CATEGORY

NUMBER OF ARRESTS
OFFENSE Per 1,000
CATEGORY Juveniles Adults

Crimes Involving Violence

(Murder, forcible rape, robbery,
assault) 1.81 2.69

Crimes Involving Theft

(Burglary, larceny, motor vehicle theft,
receiving and buying stolen property,
forgery, fraud, embezzlement) 20.89 7.62

Crimes Involving Destruction to Property

(Arson, Vandalism) 3.26 0.78

Drug and Liguor Violations

(Drug Abuse, Liquor Laws, DUII) 11.37 23,64

Disorderly Conduct 1.30 2.30

Sex Crimes
(Prostitution, Other Sex Offense) 0.25 0.72
Qthex Qffenses

(Weapons, Gambling, Family Offenses,
Curfew, Runaway, All Other) 12.52 3.83

Arrest rates statewide are presented in Table 2.11 by various age groupings and
offenses. The rates are based on the numher of arrests per 1,000 population of
the respective age group and were calculated from Table 2.6 .

Tn 1976, the juvenile arrest rate (51.4 per 1,000) was 24 percent higher than

that for adults (41.5). Excluding curfew and runaway, which are juvenile offenses’

the juvenile arrest rate becomes 42,2 per 1,000 juveniles. The highest juven-
ile arrest rates were for larceny, liquor laws, runaway, and burglary respect-
ively. The highest adult arrest rates were for DUIT, liquor laws, larceny and
drug abuse respectively. The highest total arrest rate was 186.6 per 1,000
for the age 16 years old, with the next highest (178.5) for the 17 year old
group. The highest arrest rate for a particular offense was 52.3 per 1,000 of
18 year old persons for liquor laws,
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TABLE 2.11 - ARREST RATES - 1976 (ARRESTS PER 100,000
POPULATION OF RESPECTIVE AGE GROUP)

10 & 13 to D5 ta |30 to|35 to 40 |45 to| 50 td 55 tq 60 |65 & [FOTAL TOTAL
OFFENSE  |under|11-12 14 | 15 | 16 [ 17 | 18 | 19 [ 20 | 21 | 22 | 23 | 24 | 29 | 34 [39 |to 44| 49 | 54 | 59 ito 64| Over JUVENILE| ADULT
MURDER.___ .06 .o4 .02t .13 .04 .o9| .09 .17 .13| .09] .28 .1M o8} .05/ .od .03! .04l .01l .03 .003 02 06
MNSLTER. .02| .04 02| .021 .04 .o9| .04 .06 .o7| .02] .02 .02 .o1| .o2| .03 _ga| .01 ' .007 .02
FORC. RAPE .04 .14 150 .15 .08 .34} .39 41 .39 .29] .28] .29 ~.18] .22 .15 .o07| .03 .02 .04 .15
ROBBERY 03] .12] .51t 1.4 1.8) 1.3 1.4 1.4} 1.2) 1.1 .89| .76| .96| - .89 .37) .28 .19 04| .05{ .02 .01 .37 .40
AG. ASSLT.| .07| .s1] 1.s9] 2.3 2.7f 2.7} 2.4 2.5 2.4 2.6 2.2] 2.1 2.5 2.3 g1.7] 1.4] 1. L77] .37] .32 .1 .06 .80 1.2
BURGLARY .43 [ 3.74[11.24) 17.1 15.9] 12.6] 8.7 6.4] 3.9 3.4 2.8] 2.4{ 3.6l 1.4 .so| .e2| .24 .20 .15 .o07]. .03 .02 5.1 1.2
LARCENY 1.45[12.55| 28.5{ 38.% 39.4| 30.5| 25.4°18.7| 14.4/ 11.5(10.7] 9.5| 8.1} 6.9 4.0 3.2{ 2.6| 1.7 1.5 1.3 .8 .49 13.0 4.8
M.V. THEFT{ .03} .50| 4.5 9.4 8.0 4.6] 3.7 2.2{ 1.6/ 1.3 1.0 .87 .66/ .74 .41} .24 14 .o8| .02 .03l .o .o1 2.1 48
OTR. ASSLT| ,03{ .44 1.3 ‘1.4 1.9{ 1.9] 2.2 2.2| 1.8 1.8 q.8] 2.2} 1.5/ 1.4.1.1] .84 .64 .39{ .23} .19 .13 .04 .58 .86
ARSON J13) .49] .64 .s5A .46] 39| .17 220 .1y .09 .15 .14 | 12| .os] .04/ .03 .02} .01 .03 ,003 .31 .05
FORG/COUNT} 0o5| .o07] .34 1.3 .si] .72] .91 .80l 1.3 .66 .78) .74| .68 .5Q-.40| 23| - .18 .12| .08 .03 .04 .22 .31
FRAUD 0¥ o7 .2y .77 .e6| .98 1.2 1.4 1.3 1.§ 1.7{ 1.2| 1.3} 1.4 .98 .69 .57 .44l .21 .18 .01 .02 .19 .65
EMBEZZ. .02 .02 .01 .01 .002
STLN. PROP] .02 .13| .58} .sf 1.5} 1.3 .67 .80| .45 .21 .56} .29] .38 .21 .15| .14 .08 .04 .03 .33 .16
VANDALISM | .68 3.85{ 5.9 6.9 7.5{ 6.5 3.4 2.9} 1.8} 2.2| 1.6/ 2.0 1.3] 1.d .74] .44] .24 .28| .18 .07] .04 .02 2.9 .73
WEAPONS 011 .13l .67l 1.3 1.6l 2,1l 3.4 1.8l1.6] 1.3] 1.1} 1.5{ 1.3} .98 .67| .61| .41 34| .15| .16 .07 .02 .44 64
PROSTITUT. .01] .02l .18] .39y .70} 1.9 1.7] 1.2} l.4) 1.1} 1.2] 1.2} .49 .31} .30] .13 .11| .10} .06} .04 .09 41
SEX OFF. | oo5| .09f .39 .35] .59% .590 .50 .84 .43 .54 .52] .63] .s2| .53 .40| .36! .27 .23] .13} .19 .04 .03 .16 .31
DRUG ABUSE| .008| .38| 3.6{ 10.4 19.2! 23.0] 26.9 24.4| 20.1] 16.4 14.2| 13.1| 10.9| 7.9 2.6] 1.3] .s4 .30] .16] .12l .od” .02 3.9 a8l
GAMBLING .02 .02 .13| .13| .o7| .16{ .09| .19} .13 .11} .os| .12} ".09 .02|  .o01 .09
FAMILY OFF} .06 | .03| .09 .13 .04 .04 .08 .04f .04 _o6| .o7| .11! .o07| .09! .04| .08l .03 .02| .02 ' .06 .04
DULT .008| .01| .07 .7y 4.1] 8.1 13.714.7{ 16.2] 22.3 20.1] 20.7{ 19.2{ 19.7 17.4) 18.7| 18.4 15.5! 13.3} 10.1 13.4 2.0] .86l 13.9
LIQ. LAWS | .02] .26] 4.3 15.d 31.3] 46.0] 52.3 39.5| 25.6/ 7.4 4.2| 3.9 2.9{ 2.1 1.5| 1.8 1.4 1.9 1.7{ 1.2 1.4 .21 6.6 4.9
DIS. COND.| .03| .48| 1.8] 4.1 s5.2| 5.7 6.4 5.3 6.0 6.9 5.6/ 5.4 4.8 4.3 2.5 2.0/ 1.4 1.1f{ .79] .57 .29 .12 1.3 2.3
ALL OTHER | .22 1.45{ 5.5 9.410.2] 9.1 9.1 9.3| 8.6/ 8.4 6.4/ 6.4| 5.6/ 5.0 3.3| 2.8] 1.9 1.4| .93 .84 .40 .21 2.9 3.0
CURFEW .06 1.18] 6.5 13.315.6! 13.2 ' 3.7}
\UNAWAY .16 | 2.80] 15.7] 22.9 17.6] 6.2 5.4
TOTAL 3.46129.25] 94.01157,94186,61128.51165.4132.71210,31 91,2 78,2] 75.6] 66,21 58.4 39,9] 36.5] 31.4 25.3 20.2} 15.6] 10.6} 3.4 51.4]  41.5)
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One method of examining the data in Table 2.11 is to ‘analyze each offense category
St for peak rates and age groups, For example, the arrest rates for burglary seem
SR to increase to age 15, then decrease through age 65, while the arrest rates for
L larceny reach a peak around age 16 and drug abuse at age 18. Table 2.12 is
a summary of that process. The table lists various general categories similar
to those used earlier in the offense section, and at what age group the arrest
rates are the highest.

As shown, the arrest rates for crimes involving theft, such as burglary and lar-
" ceny and the offense of vandalism peak at the high school age group of 15-17
years of age. The crimes of forgery and fraud, most of which involve bad checks,

show. the highest arrest rates for the 18-22 year 0ld age group. The highest

arrest rates for offenses involving drugs and liquor were for the age group 18-
', while the most serious crimes of rape and murder showed the highest arrest
_rates for the age group 21-24.

TABLE 2.12 - AGE GROUPS AT WHICH
ARREST RATES PEAK-1976
AGE GRIUP
; High School Age
CATEGORY 13-14 } 15 16 17 18-20 | 21-22 23-24

Crimes Involving Violence

Robbery ‘ X
Assault x
Forcible Rape x
© Murder - - x

Crimes Inyolving Theft

Burglary . X
Motor Vehicle Theft X
Larceny X
Buying & Receiving Stolen x
Property x
Forgery . x
Fraud - ' "

Crimes Involving Destruction
to Property

Arson b
* Vandalism X

Drug and Liquor Violations

Drug Abuse X
Liquor Laws x
DUIL x.

Disorderly Conduct X

Sex Crimes

Prostitution X
Other Sex Offenses x
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MURDER

Introduction

There were. 97 offenses of ‘murder reported in 1976 - a decrease of 22 4 percent
from 1975. Murder represented 0.07 percent of the total Index offenses in’ 1976 -
and 0.03 percent of 411 crimes. The clearance rate of 84.5 percent ds‘theihighef;
est rate among Index crimés. ‘ ‘ ~ T e

Murder - Month of Ocdcurrence

The number of murder offenses for 1975 and 1976 are depicted in Figure 2.3 by - =
the month in which they were reported. As illustrated, the patterns in both
1975 and 1976 were quite erratic with the highest number of murders in 1976
reported in October in contrast to July of 1975. (A simple chi-square test L
performed on these two monthly distributions revealed no significant differ-
ence at the 95 percent confidence 1eve1 (X2 = 10,17, DF—ll) - refer to Appen—
dix C of this report). :

e
FIGURE 2.3 - MURDER OFFENSES BY MONTH
- 1975-1976
Murder - Weapon | o | | ‘ - L Cﬁ .

o

The number of murders by type of weapon used is shown in Figure 2 4 Of the 97
murders reported, 34 were committed uging & “handgun; 14 were by a rifle, and- 1.
by a shotgun. The total number of murders committed -using a'firearm was. 49.
The remaining 48 were committed using the following methods.{ Knife 20; blunt
instrument 5; personal (hands, fists, feet) 17, arson 1' and. other such as"aﬂ
drowning 5. : R el



'NUMBER OF

OFFENSES T . . PﬁRCENT‘pISTRIBUTION
34 H;ndgun - | : :  ; - = o ‘ ; v  N o] sz
14>' Rifle 1424%
1 Shotgun‘ ) ; J 1.0%

20 Knife ) _ - l 20.6%
5 Bluht Instrument I 5.2%

17 'VHands,Fists,Feet‘

17.5%

1 Arson

5 Other

FIGURE 2.4 ~ MURDER OFFENSES BY WEAPON

Murder - Victims

The number of murder victims are presented in Table 2.13 by various age groupings,
sex, and race. Of the total victims, 10.3 percent were under 18 years of age,
20.6 percent were 18 to 24 years of age, and the majority (69.17%) were 25 years

of age or clder. Male victims accounted for 63.9 percent of the total with the
remaining 36.1-percent being female. The distribution of the race of these
victims was: 8l.4 percent were White, 10.3 percent were Negro, 7.2 percent

were Indian, and 1.1 percent were other races. The murder rate for the total
population was 4.1 per 100,000 population while the murder rate for the male
‘population was 5.4 compared to 2.9 per 100,000 females. Among the race categories,
the highest murder rate per 100,000 residents of a particular race was 49.8 for
Indian; the rates for both Negroes and Other (32.8 and 4.7 respectively) were
“higher than that for Whites (3. 5).




TABLE 2 i3 - MURDER VICTIMS BY AGE SEX AND RACE

.- No. of Percent R Sex L Race e
Age Victing Distribution| Male Female| White °~ Negro ~ Indian. Other
10-under S5 s.zt |2 305 ‘
1-12 |
51314 2 2.12 11 2
= Ced
7 1s 1 . .02 | 1 1
16 T Loz - | 1 1
v 1 - Loz R ¢ 1
| S
19 3 31z | a 1 1 1
3 20 4 4.1% 1 3 4
21 4 412 [ ST N R 1
22 4 C4a%7 |3 1 3 1
23 2 : 212 | 2 2
26 3 3.3 1 2| 3
b 2529 7, 7.22 & 3| e 1
30-34 10 103 | 8 2| "7 3
35-39 7 7.2% & L6 1
40-44 7 vtz |71 s 1 1
w4549 5 5.2% 2 33 2
& 50-54 8 820 o f 7 1| 6 1. 1
55-39 4 4.1% A 3 T1
60-64 5 s |2 3| s
§5-over 14 14.5% 7 7 12 2
TOTAL 97 £ 100.0% 62 35 | 79 07 1
A Percent ) - . . o ; )
Distribution - Victims ' 63.97 36.1% |8L.4%  10.3% - 7.2% 1.1%
Percent R .:; 3 » e . P
Distribution - Population® | 48.9%  S1.1% |97.2% . 1.3%  0.6% 0.9%
Hutdec Rates . ‘ o ‘ ‘ :‘ ! ‘
(Offenses Per 100,000 ' : T R
Respective Population)*#* - 5.4 2;9 1733 32,8 - 49.8 " b7

* Male/female percentages baséd on 1975 estimate = P S, U.
- ‘Race percentages based on 1970 census ER

** Rates calculared using 1976 esctimated popula:ion figure of 2, 341 750 and
spplying discribution pexcentages. :




"Murder - Circumstances

Figure 2.5 &eplcts the number of murders by type of circumstances. Of the total,
24 involved family relations (spouse, parent/child, brother/sister, etc.);
persons: involved in lovers quarrels and other arguments accounted for 31 murders;
25 were persons involved in committing or suspected of committing a felony; and
17 were unknown circumstances.

WUMBER OF
OFFENSES

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION

13 Spouse kills Spouse 13.4%

A 3 parent kills Child

8 Other Family killings

Romantic Triangle and
10 Lovers Quarrels

21.7%
21  Other Arguments

In Act of Committing
13 A Felony

BRI Suspected of Being In Act
e 7  of Committing a Felony

17 Unknown 17.5%

FIGURE 2.5 ~ MURDER OFFENSES BY CIRCUMSTANCES

Arrests for Murder

In 1976, there were 112 arrests for murder of which 12 percent were juveniles
and 88 percent were adults. Of the total, 81 percent were male; 19 percent
were female. The highest number of arrests (20 arrests or 17.8%) were of
persons 25 to 29 years of age.

TABLE 2.14 - ARRESTS FOR MURDER

O FENSE KEY JUVENLLES ADULTS TOTAL MALE FEMALE

MURDER No. of Arrestsa|l3 99 112 51 21
Percent Across 122 882 1002 81% 192




FORCIBLE RAPE

Introductio

There were 824 forcible rape offenses (which include,attempts) reported in 1976~"5"
an increase of 11.5 percent over 1975, Forcible rape represented 0.6 percent
of all Index offenses and 0.3 percent of all crimes. The clearance rate of 45.6 .
percent is among the highest rates for Index crime. ' Lo

Rape - Month of Occurrence ' ’,' . .'~ﬁ

I
LR

The number of forcible rape offenses for 1975 and 1976 are depicted in Figure FER
2.6 by the month in which they occurred. In 1976 the number of offenses reached.'”:c
a low in May with the highest number of offenses reported in July. As in the -
case with both years, more cffenses were reported in the last six months. than -
in the first gix months (55% of the total - reported in the last six months: of S
1976). (A chi-square test on both distributions revealed no significant differ-‘{;
ence at the 95 percent confidence level (Xz = 18.65, DF=18). -

100+

NUMBER OF OFFENSES

25y
5 8 4 5 F 5 3 % 8 8 3 &8
SR T § <¢ §' =) ) < w o B A
FIGURE 2.6 - FORCIBLE RAPE OFFENSES
BY MONTH

'Rape - Day of Week

of the 824 forcible,rape offenses in 1976 346 were reported by the’ day of the »v»f%l;
week on which ‘they occurred as shown in Figure 2, 7'.'1

of the 346 offenses reported with day of week the highest number were reported
as occurring on Saturday (75 offenses of 22%) with 133 offenses or 38 percent
reported as occurring on the weekend (Saturday and Sunday) R
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FIGURE 2.7 - FORCIBLE RAPE OFFENSES
‘ DAY OF WEEK (n=346)

Rape ~ Time of Day

Of the 824 forcible rape offenses in 1976, 305 were reported by the time of day
in which they occurred as shown in Figure 2.8.

Of the 305 offenses reported by time, the highest number were reported between
10:00 p.m, and midnight (52 offenses of 17%) with 150 offenses or 49 percent
reported between 10:00 p.m. and 4:00 a.m. Of the total, 222 offenses or 73
“percent were reported at night (6:00 p.m. to 6:00 am.)."
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FIGURE 2.8 - FORCIBLE RAPE OFFENSES
: TIME OF DAY (n=305)



Rape ~- Type of Offense:

Of the total 824 forcible rape offenses reported in 1976, 607 or 73.7 percent

were rape by force and 217 or 26.3 percent were attempted forcible rape as
illustrated in Table 2,15. The clearance rate for rape. by force was 49.9 per—
cent compared to a 33.6 percent clearance rate for attempted forcible rape.
The total clearance rate for forcible rape increased 5.6 percent over 1975.

Using estimated female population figures for 1976, the rate per 100,000 for
rape by force was 50.7 ( an increase of 6.7% over . 1975) while the rate for
attempted forcible rape was 18.1 (up 16.8% over 1975). The total rate per
100,000 female residents was 68.8, Assuming one victim/one offense, one out -
of 1,972 female residents was a victim of a forcible rape; one out of 5,525
female residents was a victim of an attempt. 1In total, one out of every

1,453 female residents was a victim of a forcible rape offense in 1976. - .

TABLE 2.15 - FORCIBLE RAPE OFFENSES AND -
CLEARANCES - 1976

PERCENT

’ RATE PER RATE PER - o
NUMBER OF DISTRI~ | NUMBER OF PERCENT {100,000 100,000 FEMALE <CHANGE
TYPE OFFENSES BUTION CLEARANCES - CLEARED |{POPULATION*|POPULATION#* 1975-76
Rape by Force 607 73.7% 303 49.9% | 25.9 50,7 +6.7%
Attempted ) o
Forcible Rape 217 26.3% 73 33.6% 9.3 | 18.1 +16.8%
" TOTALS 824  100.0% 376 45.67 | 35.2 68.8 +9.0%

* Total population (male and female)

*% Using 1976 estimated population figure of 2,341,750 and applying percentages
of male/female residents from 1975 estimate (male 48.9%, female 51.1%) -

Rape ~ Type of Weapon

Of the 824 forcible rape offenses in 1976, 345 were reported by the type of
weapon used as shown in Table 2.16. Of the 345 offenses, 283 or 82 percent
involved the use of hands or fists and the remaining 62 or 18 percent involved
the use or threat of a dangerous weapon.

' TABLE>2.16‘¥'FORCIBLE'RAPE BY TYPE OF WEAPON

NUMBER OF | ~ PERCENT

WEAPON OFFENSES  DISTRIBUTION
‘Firearm ' 14 ’ IR
Knife | o 41 127
Other dangerous weapon , 7 SN , 2%

Hands or Fists . ‘ o 28 = o 82%

TOTAL - 345 - 100%
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Arrests for Forclible Rape

In 1976, there were 269 arrests for forcible rape of which 10 percent were
juveniles and 90 percent were adults. The highest number of arrests (54
arrests or 20.1%) were of persons 25 to 29 years of age. Forcible rape is
a first-degree offense,

TABLE 2.17 - ARRESTS FOR FORCIBLE RAPE

OFFENSE KEY JUVENILES | ADULTS TOTAL MALE FEMALE
FORCIBLE RAPE No. of Arrests | 26 243 269 267 2
(1st Degree) Percent Across 10% 902 100% 99% 1x
ROBBERY
Introduction

There were 3,094 robbery offenses in 1976 - an increase of 4.0 percent over
1975. Robbery represented 2.1 percent of all Index crimes and 1.1 percent of
all crimes in 1976. The clearance rate for robbery was 28.9 percent compared
to 26.5 percent in 1975.

Robbery — Month of Occurrence

The number of robbery offenses for 1975 and 1976 are depicted in Figure 2.9 by

the month in which they occurred. 1In 1976, the number of offenses reached a

low during the months of April, May and June while the number reached a peak

in December, The highest number of robberies (21.27% of the total) were reported
during the Christmas and New Yea: season (December-~January). (A chi-square test
on both distributions revealed a signjificant difference between 1975 and 1976

at the 95 percent confidence level (X“=28.04, DF=11), The largest monthly differ-
ence exists in the month of July where the variance between the expected value

and actual was :he greatest).
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FIGURE 2.9 ~ ROBBERY OFFENSES -BY MONTH
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Robbery - Day of Week

The number of robbery offenses are presented in Figure 2.10 by the day of the
week 1in which they occurred. Of the 3,094 offenses reported in 1976, 675 were, =~
reported by day of week. o

Of the 675 offenses reported by day of week, the highest number occurred on
Tuesday (125 offenses or 18.5% of the total). The remaining 550 offenses
were somewhat evenly distributed among the other six days. .
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FIGURE 2.10 ROBBERY OFFENSES
DAY OF WEEK
(n=675)

Robbery --Time of Day

0f the 3,094 offenses reported in 1976, 672 were reported by time of day in
which they occcurred as shown in Figure 2.11.

0f the 672 robbery offenses with a time of day reported, the highest number
occurred between 8:00 p.m. and 10:00 p.m. (139 offenses or 20.7% of the total).’
Robberies occurring at night (6:00 p.m. - 6:00 a.m.) represented 467 offenses
of 69.5 percent of the total,
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(n=672)
.Robbery - Target

The number of robbery offenses are presented in Table 2,18 by location of their
occurrence in 1975 and 1976. Of the total 3,094 offenses, the highest number
were committed at miscellaneous locations such as publie schools, parks, and
parking lots (1,106 offenses or 35.87 of the total) with the second highest
occurring on the highway-streets, alleys, etc. (669 offenses or 21.6% of the
total). The highest increase in 1976 is shown for robbery offenses involving
a commercial house (+11.7% over 19735) while the number of offenses occurring
in a banking institution showed the greatest decrease (down 9.47% from 1975).
In 1976, $819,270 in value of stolen property was reported as the result of
robbery offenses (a decrease of 1.4% from 1975) with the highest mean value
per offense ($2,399 shown for banking institutions.

TABLE 2,18 ~ ROBBERY OFFENSES BY PLACE OF

OCCURRENCE
1976 TOTAL VALUE
TYPE QF NUMBER OF QFFENSES PERCENT QF PROPERTY MEAN VALUE
LOCATION 1975 1976 CHANGE DISTRIBUTION STOLEN PER OFFENSE
Highway (street, 696 669 -3.9% 21.6% $ 117,404 $ 175
alley, etc.)
Commercial House 368 411 +11.7% 13.3% 123,711 301
Gas Station 197 217 +10.2% 7.0% 56,183 259
Chatin Store 410 372 ~9,3% 12.0% 54,065 145
Residence 244 261 +7.0% 8.47 94,125 361
Banking Institution 64 58 -9.4% 1.9% 139,116 2,399
Miscellaneous 995 1,105 +11.2% 35.8% 234,666 212

TOTALS 2,974 3,094 +4.0% 100.0% $ 819,270 $ 265



Robbery ~ Type of Weapon

The number of robbery offenses by type of weapon used is presented in Table
Robberies involving the use of firearms accounted for 1,296 offenses
The use of a weapon (firearms, knife, other)

2'19‘

or 41.9 percent of the total.

accounted for 1,798 offenses of 58.1 percent of the total.

The remaining

1,296 offenses or 41.9 percent were committed using strong-arm tactics.

Use of weapons increased 5.0 percent over 1975 while strong-arm increased by

2.7 percent. The highest clearance rate was 30.7 percent for offenses in-

volving a firearm while the second highest rate (30.3%) was for offenses
involving a knife or cutting instrument.

TABLE 2.19 - ROBBERY OFFENSES AND CLEARANCES

BY WEAPON USED ~ 1976

NUMBER OF PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT

WEAPON OFFENSES DISTRIBUTION CLEARED CLEARED
Firearms 1,296 41.9% 398 30.7%
Knife or Cutting
Instrument 353 11.4% 107 30.3%
Other Dangerous
Weapons (club,explo- 149 4.8% 40 26.8%

sive, ete)
Strong Arm (hands,
feet, fists, etc.) 1,266 41.9% 350 27.0%
TOTALS 3,094 100,0% 895 28.9%

Robbery - Type of Property Stolen

Of the 3,094 offenses in 1976, 742 were reported with the type of property
From Table 2,20, the article involved in thé
highest number of incidents was currency with a total loss value of $253,513

stolen including the value.

or a mean loss value of $543.

Currency was involved in 63 percent of the
incidents and represented 80 percent of the value of stolen property.

33
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TABLE 2.20 - ROBBERY OFFENSES - TYPE OF

PROPERTY STOLEN

Incidents Value Value
ARTICLE CATEGORY Involved Stolen Regovered
Bicycles 4 $ 248 0
Boats, marine equipment 0 0 0
Cameras, accessories 3 354 0
Clothing, furs 65 3,055 1,219
Furniture 6 434 121
Jewelry, watches 30 45,660 315
Currency 467 253,513 9,299
T.V.'s, Radios, Stereos, 10 3,031 389
etc.

Tools 1 7 0
Firearms 9 1,291 101
Motor Vehicles 0 0 0
Parts and accessories 2 587 80
Construction equipment 0 0 0
Aircraft, parts and 0 0 0
accessories

Consumable goods’ 35 538 77
Miscellaneous 159 8,681 1,326
NUMBER OF OFFENSES 742 $316,799 $12,927
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Arrests for Robbery

In 1976, there were 926 arrests for robbery - a 13.8 percent increase over
1975. 0Of the total, 28 percent were of juveniles and 72 percent were adults;
88 percent were male and 12 percent were female. The highest number of arrests
(164 arrests or 17.7%) were of the age group 25 to 29.

Of the 926 arrests for robbery in 1976, 334 were reported by specific degree
of charge at time of arrest as shown in Table 2.21. The distribution of
arrests by degree of charge against juveniles and adults was similar to 1975.
The highest percentage of juveniles (497) and adults (667%) arrested were for
first degree robbery. Of the arrests of males and females, the majority (61%
and 567 respectively) were for first degree. ( A chi-square test on both male
and female distributions revealed no significant difference at the 95 percent
confidence. level (x? = 4.34, DF =3).

TABLE 2.21 - ARRESTS FOR ROBBERY

OFFENSE KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE FEMALE

ROBBERY No. of Arrests |55 146 201 182 19
Percent Across 272 73% 1002 912 22
1st Degree Percent Down 492 66X 60% 61% 56%

No. of Arrests |27 44 71 60 11
Percent Across 382 62% 1002 85% 152
2nd Degree Percent Down 247 202 212 207 322

No. of Arrests |27 30 57 54 3
Percent Across 472 532 1002 95% 5%
3xd Degree Percent Down 24% 132 172 182 9%

No. of Arrests i3 2 5 4 1
Percent Across 60% 40% 1002 802 202
Other Perecnt Dovm 3z 1% 22 1zt 3z

No. of Arrests |112 222 334 300 34
Percent Across 34 662 1002 90X 10%
'l‘otl,l" Perceat Down 100% 100% 1002 100% 1002

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT

Introduction

There were 6,587 aggravated assault offenses in 1976 - an increase of 6.7
percent over 1975. Aggravated assault represented 4.5 percent of all Index
crimes and 2.4 percent of all crimes in 1976. The clearance rate for aggra-—
vated assault was 51.1 percent compared to 47.3 percent in 1975.

Agpravated Assault - Month of Occurrence

The number of aggravated assault offenses are presented in Figure 2.12 by the
month in which they occurred in 1975 and 1976. As shown, the mumber of offenses
were at a low in February with the highest number occurring during August.

Of the total, 2,500 offenses or 38 percent were reported during the period

July to October. (A chi-square test on both annual distributions revealed

no significant difference between them at the 95 percent confidence level

(%2 = 12,35, DF = 11).

G
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Aggravated Assault - Day of Week

Of the 6,587 offenses of aggravated assault in 1976, 5,678 were reported by the
day of the week on which they occurred as shown in Figure 2.13. As shown, the
highest number of offenses were reported on Saturday (1,001 offenses or 17.6%
of the total) with 2,799 offenses or 49.3 percent of the total reported on
Friday, Saturday and Sunday.
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FIGURE 2,13~ AGGRAVATED ASSAULT
OFFENSES -~ DAY OF WEEK
(n=5,678)



Aggravated Assault - Time of Day

0f the 6,587 offenses of aggravated assault in 1976, 5,474 were reported by .
the time of day in which they occurred as shown in Figure 2.14. Of the 5,474

offenses reported by time of day, the highest number were reported from 10:00 o
p.m. to midnight (836 offenses or 15.3%). Of the total, 3,557 offenses or 65 e
percent were reported at night (6:00 pem. - 6:00 a.m.). L
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FIGURE 2,14 -AGGRAVATED ASSAULTS - TIME OF DAY
(n=5,474)

Aggravated Assault

Weapon

The number of aggravated assault offenses by type of weapon used are presented
in Table 2.22. Of the total, 3,550 or 53.9 percent were by hands, fists and
feet. The highest increase | (as in the use of dangerous weapons other than a
firearm or cutting instrument (+16.7% over 1975). The use of weapons (firearm,
knife, or other) increased by 7.7 percent while the use of hands, fist, and
feet increased by 5.9 percent.



TABLE 2.22 - AGGRAVATED ASSAULT BY WEAPON

1976

Number of Offenses Percent
Weapon 1975 1976 Change Distribution
Firearm 988 1,079 + 9.2% 16.4%
Knife or Cutting
Instrument 895 863 - 3.6% 13.1%
Other Dangerous
Weapon 938 1,095 +16.7%Z 16.6%
Hands,Fists,Feet 3,352 3,550 + 5.9% 53.9%
TOTAL 6,173 6,587 + 6.7%Z 100.0%

Arrests for Assault

In 1976, there were 2,511 arrests for aggravated assault - a 6.5 percent in-
crease over 1975. Of the total, 2] percent were juveniles and 79 percent were
adults; 91 percent were male and 9 percent were female. The highest number

of arrests (428 arrests or 17.0% were or persons 25 to 29 years of age.

Of the 2,511 arrests for assault, 1,869 were reported by specific degree of
charge at time of arrest as shown in Table 2.23. The distribution of arrests
by depree of charge against juveniles and adults was similar to 1975. The
highest percentage of juveniles (61%Z) and adults (607%) were arrested for third
degree assault -~ a class A misdemeanor. Of the arrests of males and females,
the majority were for third degree with no significant differences between the
two distributions at the 95 percent confidence level (X2 = 7.45, DF = 3).

TABLE 2.23 - ARRESTS FOR ASSAULT

O¥FENSE KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE FEMALE
ASSAULT No. of Arrests |41 225 266 39 27
Percent Across 152 85% 1002 902 10%
let Degree Percent Down 112 152 142 142 152
No. of Arrests |67 232 299 R75 24
Percent Across 22% 782 1002 927 8%
2nd Degree Percent Down 172 16X 163 16% 147%]
No. of Arrests |236 889 1,125 1,007 118
Percent Across 212 792 1002 90% 102
3rd Degree Percent Down 612 60% 60% 602 672
No. of Arrests |45 134 179 h71 8
Percent Across 252 75% 1002 96X 42
Other Percent Down 112 92 102 102 4z
No. of Arrests |389 1,480 1,869 1,692 177
Percent Across 212 79% 1002 912 9%
Total Percent Down 100% 100% 1002 100Z 100X
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BURGLARY

Introduction

There were 39,443 burglary offenses in 1976 - a decrease of 8.8 percent from
1975. Burglary represented 26.7 percent of all Index crimes and 14.2 percent
of all crimes in 1976. The clearance rate for burglary of 14.8 percent com-
pared to 16.7 percent in 1975.

Burglary -~ Month of QOccurrence

The number of burglary offenses are presented in Figure 2.15 by the month in
which they reported in 1975 and 1976. As shown, the number of offenses reached
a low during May with the highest number reported during January. (A chi-square
test on both annual distributions revealed a significant difference between the
two at the 95 percent confidence level. x2 = 62.26, DF = 11). The greatest
variance between expected values and actual were shown for the months of August
and November).
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FIGURE 2.15 BURGLARY OFFENSES - BY MONTH

glary‘- Day of Week

Of the 39,443 burglary offenses in 1976, 11,833 were reported by the day of the
week on which they occurred as shown in Figure 2.16. It is often quite diffi-
cult to ascertain the day of week and time of day of incidents of burglary
especially when the victim has been absent from the premises for several days,
and therefore the files reflect the day on which they occurred to the best of
the knowledge of the victim and/or police investigation. Of the 11,833 offenses
with known day of week, the highest number occurred on Monday (1, 834 offenses

or 15.5% of the total).

i
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Burglary -~ Time of Day

Of the 39,443 burglary offenses in 1976, 7,514 were reported by the time of day
in which they were known to have occurred as shown in Figure 2.17. As depicted,
the highest number of offenses occurred between 6:00 p.m. and 8:00 p.m. (929
offenses or 12.47) with 3,265 offenses or 43.5 percent occurring between 4:00
p.n. and midnight.
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Burglary - Type

The total number of burglary offenses by target location and time of day are
presented in Table 2.24, Residential-burglaries represented 64.5 percent of
the total and decreased by 7.6 percent from 1975. Non-residential burglaries
represented the remaining 35.5 percent of the total. and showed a larger de-
crease of 10.9 percent from 1975. The percentage distribution is almost
identical to that in 1975.

The total reported value of property stolen by burglary in 1976 was $15,010,481,
down 2.7 percent from 1975, however the mean value per offense showed an in-
crease in 1976 for the total in both residential and non-residential cate- =

gories.
TABLE 2.24 ~ BURGLARY OFFENSES BY TARGET AND TIME

1976 TOTAL VALUE :
NUMBER OF OFFENSES PERCEKT OF PROPERTY = MEAN VALUS

CLASSTFICATION 1975 1976 CHANGE | DISTRIBUTION STOLEN PER OFFENSE
Residential (27,520) (25,441) -7.6% (6%.5%) $10,118,536 $ 398 ’ e
Night (6 p.m.-6 a.m.) 8,176 7,691 -5.9% 19.5% ‘

Pay (6 a.m.-6 p.m.) = 8,715 7,889  -9.5% 20.0%

Unknown 10,629 9,861  -7.2% 25.0%
Non-Residential (15,715) (14,002) -10.9% (35.5%) $ 4,891,945 $ 349

Night (6 p.m.-6 a.m.) 8,385 7,455 -11.1% 18.9%

Day . (6 a.m.~6 p.m.) 1,338 1,262 -5.7% 3.2%

Unknown 5,992 5,285 ~11.8% 13.4%

TOTAL 43,235 39,443  -8.8% 100.0% $15,010,481 $ 381
Forcible Entry 25,894 23,434 ~9,5% 59.4%
Unlawful Entry

(no force used) 14,294 13,415 -6.1% 34,0%
Attempted forcible entry 3,047 2,594 -14.9% 6.6%

Residential Burglary - Type of Premise

Of the 25,441 residential burglary offenses in 1976, 8,938 were reported by
the type of premise in which offense occurred.

Of the 8,938 offenses, the majority were of single family residences (7,624 :
offenses or 85.3% of the total). Burglary of apartment units represented 9.8 o
percent of the total while mobile homes represented the third highest (2.0%) o
as shown in Table 2,25, o

Note: Table 2.25 does not present the rates of burglary for each 1,000 res-
pective premise types. The report entitled Criminal Victimization Surveys in
Eight American Cities, November, 1976, illustrated the highest residential
burglary rate in Portland during 1974/75 was of housing structures containing
three units*. Under OUCR, the category would be "apartment/plgx".

i

*Criminal Victimization Surveys“in Eight American Cities, (a National Crime
Survey report; No. SD-NCS-C-5), U, S. Department of Justice, November, 1976.
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TABLE 2.25 - RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY OFFENSES
BY TYPE OF PREMISE

Premise Me Number of Oifenses Percent Distribution
Apartment/Plex 878 9.8%
Cabin 105 1.22
Club-Residence 0 -
(e.g., YWCA-YMCA)

Dormitory/Fraternity/Sorority 38 0.4%
Hotel/Motel 93 1.0%
Mobile Home/House Boat 169 2.02
Residence (single-family) 7,624 85.32
Rooming House 0 -
Other 31 0.3%
TOTAL 8,938 100.0%

Residential Burglary - Type of Property Stolen

Of the 25,441 residential burglary offenses in 1976, 13,497 were reported by
the type of property stolen as shown in Table 2.26. Excluding the miscellaneous
category, the articles invo.ved in the highest number of offenses were tele-
vision, radios and stereos. The second most often stolen item was currency
with jewelry, watches, furniture, and firearms ranking very high. Of the
$1,075,994 in value of televisions, radios, and stereos stolen, $81,276 in
value or only 7.6 percent was recovered. One of the highest recovery rates

was for jewelry and watches (14.4%Z of the value stolen was recovered) with

one of the lowest being tools (only 4.1% was recovered). The mean value of
property stolen in residential burglary was approximately $360 with the highest
mean value for jewelry and watches being $489 and the lowest mean value of

$36 per offense involving consumable goods.
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TABLE 2.26 - RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY

TYPE OF PROPERTY STOLEN

Value

Incidents Value

ARTICLE CATEGORY Involved Stolen Recovered
Bicycles 246 $ 28,501 $ 3,974
Boats, marine equipment 22 17,160 310
Cameras, accessories 464 104,401 6,454
Clothing, furs 752 95,281 7,140
Furniture 1,295 345,706 20,434
Jewelry, watches 1,537 752,244 108,400
Currency 2,871 522,843 23,468
T.V.'s Radios, Stereos, 3,411 1,075,994 81,276
etc.

Tools 901 257,505 10,611
Firearms 1,188 407,472 64,276
Motor Vehicles — — -
Parts and accessorles 210 48,022 03,129
Construction equipment 16 6,810 150
Aircrafﬁ, parts and — — —
accessories

Consumable goods 1,185 43,217 2,954
Miscellaneous 6,504 1,134,094 99,007
NUMBER OF OFFENSES 13,497

$4,841,600

$431,983




Non-Residential Burglary - Type cof Premise

Of the 14,002 non-residential burglaries in 1976, 5,959 were reported by the
specific type of premise in which they occurred under the following general
categories:

Dwelling- 316 offenses

Public Building~ 1,155 offenses

Business~— 3,143 offenses

Miscellaneous— 1,345 offenses
5,959

Further breakdown of public buildings, business and miscellaneous are pre-
sented in Table 2.27.

As shown, the highest percentage of offenses against public buildings involved
government offices of bulldings (60.3% of the total) with the next highest per-
centage involving churches (22,3%). Further examination revealed that of the
696 offenses against government buildings, 527 or 75.7 percent were public
schools.

~ Of the 3,143 offenses against business establishments, the highest percentage
were of other types such as warehouses, factories, building supply, etc.

(866 offenses or 27.5% of the total). The second, third and fourth highest
percentages were of services (21.9%), entertainment (19.2%), and food/drink
businesses (12.9%). Further breakdowns of these categories are shown in
Table 2.28.

TABLE 2.27 ~ NON-RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY
TYPE OF PREMISE

NUMBER OF
OFFENSES

PUBLIC BUILDINGS
Government# 696
Airport/Depot 11
Entertainment (Auditorium, Zoo, Stadium, etc.) 42
Church 258
Office a8
Private School 26
Other 24

1,155

* (Public schools represent 527 offenses)

BUSINESS
Financial 33
Entertainment 604
Services 687
Food/Drink 404
Apparel 108
Furnishings/Appliances 173
Vehicle 232
Variety/Dept. 36
Other 866

3,143

MISCELLANEQUS 1,345

e



From Table 2.28, the highest percentage of offenses against entertainment
establishments (50.2%) were of restaurants with restaurants and taverns com-—
bined representing 70.0 percent of the total.

Of the offenses against service establishments, 41.9 percent involved service
stations with 12.4 percent involving medical/dental offices.

0f the offenses against food/drink businesses, 60.4 ~rc2cent involved grocery
stores. Further examination revealed that 82.4 percent of the grocery store
burglaries were small neighborhood stores compared to 12.3 percent being large
chain stores. The remaining 5.3 percent were of other types of grocery busi-
nesses.

In summary, the highest percentage of non-residential burglaries were reported
as occurring at public schools, restaurants, service stations, and local neigh~
borhood grocery stores.

TABLE 2,28 - NON-RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY
TYPE OF BUSINESS

NUMBER OF
OFFENSES
ENTERTAINMENT
Night Club 32
Tavern 120
Restaurant 303
Theater 27
Book/Magazine/News 4
Airline Office/Travel B 3
Bowling Alley/Rink 27
Other Entertainment _88
604
SERVICES
Barber 60
Dry Cleaner 71
Hospital 15
Medical/Dental 85
Printing/Copy 9
Rental 1L
Service Station 288
Utility Company 7
Other Services 141
687
FOOD/DRINK
Drugstore 59
Grocery 244
Liquor 13
Other _8s8

45
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Non-Residential Burglary - Type of Property Stolen

Of the 14,002 non-residential burglaries in 1976, 8,439 were reported by the
specific type of property stolen as presented in Table 2.29, As shown, and
excluding the miscellaneous category, the articles involved 1in the highest
number of offenses were currency, comsumable goods (food, gasoline, liquor,
etc.), and tools respectively. In terms of value of property, the recovery
rate for non-residential burglary was approximately 8 percent compared to 9
percent for residential burglary. The recovery rate for currency stolen was
among the lowest (37%) while the rates for firearms and jewelry and watches
were among the highest (31% and 237% respectively).

The mean value of property stolen per non-residential burglary offense was

approximately $320 with jewelry, tools, and T.V.s, radios, stereos among the
highest mean values ($565, $498 and $351 respectively). The lowest mean value
per offense was $107 for consumable goods.

TABLE 2.29 - NON-RESIDENTIAL BURGLARY
TYPE OF PROPERTY STOLEN

Incident Value Value

ARTICLE CATEGORY Involved Stolen Recovered
Bicycles 130 $ 14,041 $ 3,163
Boats, marine equipment 17 7,173 100
Cameras, accessories 90 33,082 3,127
Clothing, furs 179 67,201 6,813
Furniture 618 217,056 18,114
Jewelry, watches 182 102,760 23,312
Currency 1,585 406,590 12,711
T.V.'s, Radios, Stereos, 902 316,835 36,344

etc,
Tools 984 489,884 41,368
Firearnms 122 37,283 11,893
Motor Vehicles — _— —
Parts and accessories 309 101,894 5,338
Construction equipment 5 11,197 _—
Aircrafct parts and 1 128 -
accessories
Consumable goods 1,035 110,256 7,924
Miscellaneous 4,177 792,413 57,156

NUMBER OF OFFENSES 8,439 $2,708,793 $228,363
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Arrests for Burglary

In 1976, there were 5,534 arrests for burglary - an 11l.7 percent decrease from
1975, Of the total, 65 percent were of juveniles and 35 percent were of adults;
95 percent were male and only 5 percent were female, The highest number of
arrests (1,006 arrests or 18.2%) were of persons 13 and 14 years of age with

63 percent of the arrests being of persons between 13 and 18 years of age.

Of the 5,534 arrests for burglary, 4,109 were reported by specific degree of
charge at time of arrest as shown in Table 2.30. The distribution of arrests
by degree of charge against juveniles and adults was similar to 1975 in that
the majority of both (66% and 70% respectively) were for first degree. Of

the arrests of males and females, the majority of both were also for first
degree. (A chi-square test on the male/female distrlbutions revealed a signi~
ficant difference at the 95 percent confidence level (x = 7.88, DF = 3),

the primary difference being that more females were arrested for first degree
burglary than was expected).

TABLE 2.30 - ARRESTS FOR BURGLARY‘

OFFENSE KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE FEMALE
BURGLARY No. of Arrests|l,842 936 2,778 2,628 150

Percent Across 662 342 1002 952 5%

lat Degree Percent Down 66X 702 682 67% 76%
No. of Arrests|874 376 1,250 1,204 46
Percent Across 70% 202 1002 96% 4%

2nd Degree Percent Down 312 282 30% 314 232
No. of Arrests|62 19 81 80 1
Percent Across 7% 232 1002 992 12

Other Percent Down 3z 22 22 21 1
Nec. of Arrests|2,778 1,331 4,109 3,912 197
Percent Across 682 322 100% 952 5%

Total Percent Down 1001 1002 1002 100% 100%

LARCENY

Introduction

In 1976, 88,401 larceny offenses were reported by police agencies - a decrease
of 0.4 percent from 1975. Larceny represented 59.8 percent of all Index crimes
and 31.7 percent of all crimes in 1976. The clearance rate for larceny was
18.6 percent compared to 16.6 percent in 1975.

Larceny - Month of Occurrence

The total number of larceny offenses are presented in Figure 2.18 by the month
in which they were reported in 1975 and 1976. As depicted, the lowest number
of offenses occurred in February with the highest number occurring in October.
0f the total, 22,922 or 26 percent occurred during the summer months of June,
July and August. (A chi-square test on both annual distributions revealed a
gnificant difference Between the two at the 95 percent confidence level

54,74, DF = 11). The variance between the expected and actual values
was somewhat evenly distributed among the twelve months with the mdnths of
April and December showing the greatest variance).
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FIGURE 2.18 - LARCENY OFFENSES - BY MONTH

E@xceny - Day of Week

Of the 88,401 larceny offenses in 1976, 32,165 were reported by the day of the
week on which they were known to have occurred as shown in Figure 2.19, Of
the 32,165 offenses with day of week reported, the highest number occurred on
Saturday (4,909 offenses or 15.3% of the total). The pattern shows a gradual
increase through Saturday - then a decrease on Sunday.
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Larceny - Time of Day

Of the 88,401 larceny offenses in 1976, 24,034 were reported by the time of

day in which they were known to have occurred as shown in Figure 2.20. Of the
24,034 offenses with time of day reported, the highest number occurred between
4:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. (3,419 offenses or 14.2% of the total). Of the total,
9,480 or 39.4 rercent occurred between 12:00 noon and 6:00 p.m. The number of

offenses occurring during the day (6:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m.) represented 57.1 per-
cent of the total.
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FIGURE 2,20 - LARCENY OFFENSES -~ TIME OF DAY
(n=24,034)

Larceny - Type

The number of larceny offenses by type is presented in Table 2.31. Of the total,
theft of articles from motor vehicles represented the highest number of offenses
(25.5% of the total) but showed a decrease of 0.5 percent from 1975. The highest
increase in 1976 was in the number of shoplifting offemses (+9.5% over 1975)
while the largest decrease was in the number of thefts from coin-operated
machines (down 22.0% from 1975).

The total reported value of property stolen by larceny of $15,170,069 in 1976-
an increase of 6,1 percent over 1975. Excluding the category of all other, the
highest mean value per offense was for articles stolen frém motor vehicles
(5220 per offense). The mean value per offense increased in-1976 for every
category except theft from coin-operated machines and all other. Based on data
from the OUCR incident files, shoplifting showed the highest clearance rate: of
80.7 percent while the lowest rate (9.2%) was for theft of motor vehicle parts
and accessories.
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TABLE 2.31 - LARCENY BY TYPE 1975/1576

PERCENT TOTAL VALUE MEAN VALUE CLEAR-

NUMBER OF OFFENSES DISTRIBUTION OF PROPERTY PER ANCE*
CLASSIFICATION 1975 1976 CHANGE 11976 STOLEN OFFENSE RATE
Pocket-~Picking 395 430 +8.97 0.5% $ 52,066 § 121 10.5%
Purse Snatching 789 634 -7.0% 0.7% 48,615 77 16.4%
Shoplifting 9,794 10,728 +9,5% 12.1% 349,297 33 80.7%
Theft of Articles 22,660 22,552 ~0.5% 25.5% 4,962,689 220 9.5%
from Motor Vehicles
Motor Vehicle Parts 12,551 12,981 +3.4% 14.7% 1,681,668 130 9.2%
and Accessories
Bicycles 11,241 10,047 ~10,6% 11.4% 833,290 83 11.3%
Theft of Articles
from Buildings 15,444 15,350 ~0.6% 17.4% 3,098,881 202 15.8%
Theft from Coin-
Operated Machines 795 620 ~22.0Z 0.7% 26,892 43 11.87
All Other 15,092 15,059 ~0.2% 17.0% 4,116,671 273 14.6%

TOTALS 88,761 88,401 -0.4% 100.0% $15,170,069 § 172

* Clearance rates based on data from OUCR Incident files — does not include Multnomah
County S.0,, Portland, Eugene, or Springfield P.D.'s. (53,003 offenses total)

Larceny - Shoplifting

In 1976, shoplifting represented 12.1 percent of the total larceny offenses.
The total value of property stolen amounted to $349,297 and a mean value per
offense of $33. Shoplifting has, by far, the highest clearance rate of all
larceny offenses (80.7% in 1976).

Shoplifting - Type of Premise

Of the 10,728 shoplifting offenses in 1976, 3,262 were reported by the specific
type of business premise in which they occurred as presented in Table 2.32.

As shown, the highest number of offenses fnvolved food/drink establishments,
variety/department stores, and apparel stores representing 47.5 percent, 31.7
percent and 14.5 percent of the total respectively. Further breakdowns of
food/drink and apparel are presented in the following tables. Variety/depart-
ment stores cannot be further sub-categorized.

TABLE 2.32 - SHOPLIFTING BY TYPE OF PREMISE

NUMBER OF PERCENT
BUSINESS OFFENSES DISTRIBUTION

Financial 3 0.1%
Entertainment 24 0.7%
Services 19 0.6%
Food/Drink 1,549 47.5%
Apparel 474 14,57
Furnishings/Appliances 103 3.2%
Variety/Department Stores 1,033 31.7%
Other Types of Business 57 1.7Z

TOTAL 3,262 100.0%

L™
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The food/drink establishments are further broken down into four sub-cate-
gories as presented in Table 2.33. Shoplifting in grocery stores represen-
ted 86.1 percent of the total with the target more specifically defined as
large chain grocery stores (representing 69.2% ~7 the grocery store offenses).

TABLE 2.33 - SHOPLIFTING BY TYPE OF FOOD/DRINK

ESTABLISHMENT
NUMBER OF PERCENT
FOOD/DRINK . OFFENSES DISTRIBUTION

Drugstore 190 12.3%
Grocery#* 1,333 86.1%
Liquor 10 0.6%
Other 16 1.0%

1,549 100.0%

% Grocery can be further sub-categorized as:

Large Chain 923 €9.2%
Small Neighborhood 357 26.8%
Other Types 53 4.0%

1,333 100.0%

In Table 2.34, the apparel store offenses are further broken down into seven
sub-categories. Clothing stores represented the highest percentage of offenses
against apparel stores (73.6% of the total). The clothing stores are further
defined as discount - 1& offenses or 4.6 percent; department stores ~ 299
offenses or 85.7 percent; and other types of clothing stores ~ 34 offenses or
9.7 percent.

In summary, the highest percentage of shoplifting offenses were reported as

occurring in large chain grocery stores and clothing sections within depart-
ment stores.

TABLE 2.34 - SHOPLIFTING BY TYPE OF APPAREL STORE

NUMBER OF PERCENT
APPAREL QFFENSES DISTRIBUTION

Clothing* 349 73.6%
Shoes 20 4,2%
Furrier 1 0.2%
Jeweler 44 9.3%
Sporting Goods 20 4.2%
Leather ’ 1 0.2%
Other Types of Apparel . 38 8.3%

47 100.0%

* Clothing can be further sub-categorized as:

Discount ) 16 4,6%

Department Store 299 85.7%
Other Types of Clothing Stores 34 : 9.7%

349 100.0%
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‘Shoplifting - Type of Property Stolen

0f the 10,728 shoplifting offenses in 1976, 5,786 were reported by the speci-
fic type of property stolen as presented in Table 2,35,

As shown, and excluding the miscellaneous category, the articles involved in
the highest number of offenses were consumable goods, clothing, and jewelry
and watches. 1In terms of value of property, the recovery rate was highest
for articles of clothing and consumable goods (75.1% and 68.37% respectively).

The mean value of property stolen per shoplifting offense was approximately

$26 with firearms and jewelry among the highest mean values ($149 and $76
respectively). The lowest mean value per offense was $5 for consumable goods.

TABLE 2.35 - SHOPLIFTING - TYPE OF PROPERTY STOLEN

INCIDENT VALUE VALUE
ARTICLE CATEGORY INVOLVED STOLEN  RECOVERED
Bicycles 133 $ 9,232 $ 3,478
Beats, marine equipment -— _— —~——
Cameras, accessories 33 1,273 600
Clothing, furs 845 33,646 25,268
Furniture 64 3,621 1,419
Jewelry, watches 337 25,745 8,055
Currency 20 1,195 248
T.V.'s, Radios, Stereos 249 24,894 5,286
Tools 100 3,965 1,904
Firearms 21 3,129 640
Motor Vehicles —— — —_—
Parts and accessories 40 2,012 766
Construction equipment 1 150 150
Afreraft, parts and
accessories — — —_—
Consunable goods 2,018 9,967 6,806
Miscellaneous 1,925 33,052 19,506

NUMBER OF OFFENSES 5,786 $151,881 §74,126
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Larceny — Theft of Articles from Buildings

In 1976, theft from buildings represented 17.4 percent of the total larceny
offenses. The total value of property stolen amounted to $3,098,881 and a
mean value per offense of $202., The clearance rate for this offense was one
of the highest for larceny offenses (15.8%Z in 1976).

Theft of Articles from Buildings - Type of Premise

0f the 15,350 offenses involving theft from buildings in 1976, 5,909 were
reported by the specific type of premise in the following general categories:

Dwelling - 2,055 offenses

Public Buildings - 844 offenses

Business ~ 2,121 offenses

Miscallaneous - 889 offenses
5,909

The categories of dwelling and miscellaneous represent a substantial percen-
tage of offenses, however they were not further examined in this report for
the following reasons: (1) the vast majority of offenses against dwellings
were residences; the majority of offenses against miscellaneous structures
were garages and carports and sheds, (2) the definition of theft from build-
ings states that the building is open to the general public and where the
offender has legal access. Based on this information, the premise codes under
dwelling and miscellaneous may have some error associated with them. The
further breakdowns for type of public building and business are presented in
the following tables.

As shown in Table 2.36, the highest percentage of theft from public buildings
involved govermment offices or buildings (757% of the total). Futher examin-
ation revealed that of. the 633 offenses against government buildlngs, 479 or
76 percent involved public schools and colleges.

Also from Table 2.36, the highest percentages of theft from businesses in-
volved entertainment establishments, services, and food/drink (29.3%, 27.8%,
and 11.97 respectively).




TABLE 2.36 - THEFT FROM BUILDINGS BY PUBLIC BUILDING
AND BUSINESS CATEGORIES

NUMBER OF PERCENT
OFFENSES DISTRIBUTION
PUBLIC BUILDING
Government#® 633 75.0%
Airport 51 6.0%
Entertainment (museums, stadiums, etc.) 35 4.1%
Church 54 6.47
Office 40 4.7%
Private School 17 2.0%
Other Types of Public Buildings _14 1.77%
844 100.0%
* It was found that public schools and colleges
represent 479 offenses or 76 percent of this
total.
BUSINESS
Financial 19 0.9%
Entertainment 621 29.3%
Services 590 27.8%
Food/Drink 252 11.9%
Apparel 102 4.8%
Furnishings/Appliances 115 5.4%
Vehicle 62 2,9%
Variety/Department 120 5.7%
Other Types of Business 240 11.3%
2,121 100.0%

As shown in Table 2.37, the highest percentage of thefts from entertainment
establishments involved restaurants and taverns (46.9% and 22.5% of the total
respectively). The highest percentage of thefts from food/drink establishments
involved grocery stores (79.0% of the total). The highest percentage of thefts
from service type businesses involved service stations and dry cleaners (43.1%
and 17.87 of the total respectively).

TABLE 2.37 -~ THEFT FROM BUILDINGS BY BUSINESS CATEGCRIES

NUMBER OF PERCENT
OFFENSES DISTRIBUTION
ENTERTAINMENT
Night club 71 11.4%
Tavern 140 22,52
Restaurant 291 46,9%
Theater 11 1.8%
Books/Magazine/News 4 0.6%
Airline Office/Travel 7 1.12
Bowling Ally/Rink 41 6.6%
Other Types of Entertainment 56 9.1%
621 100.0%
FOOD/DRINK
Drugstore 20 7.9%
Grocery 199 79.0%
Liquor 6 2,47
Other Food/Drink 27 10.7%
52 100.0%
SERVICES
Barber 10 1.7%
Dry Cleaners 105 17.8%
Hospital 62 10.5%
Medical/Dental 41 6.9%
Printing/Copy 1 0.2%
Rental 12 2.0%
Service Station 254 43,17
Utility Company J 1.2%
Other Types of Services 98 16.67%
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Theft of Articles from Buildings < Type of Property Stolen

Of the 15,350 offenses involving theft from buildings in 1976, 8,66Q were
reported by the type of property stolen as presented in Table 2.38. ‘

As shown, and excluding the miscellaneous category, the articles involved in
the highest number of offenses involved currency, clothing, tools and furniture.
In terms of value of property, the recovery rate was highest for jewelry and
firearms (29.5% and 20.1% of the total respectively). The lowest rate (2.7%)
was for consumable goods.

The mean value of property stolen per offense of theft from buildings was approx-
imately $210 with jewelry and tools among the highest mean values ($441 and

$296 per offense respectively). The mean value of $120 for consumable goods

was unusually high compared with that for burglary and other types of larceny.

TABLE 2.38 — THEFT OF ARTICLES FROM BUILDINGS
TYPE OF PROPERTY

INCIDENTS VALUE VALUE

ARTICLE CATEGORY INVOLVED STOLEN RECOVERED
Bicycles 83 $ 8,173 $ 1,238
Boats, marine equipment 25 8,563 300
Cameras, accessories 116 32,162 4,633
Clothing, furs 1,131 89,998 8,934
Furniture 697 115,194 9,920
Jewelry, watches 34 235,816 69,477
Currency 2,131 403,544 39,191
T.V.'s, Radios, Stereos, etc. 597 129,802 15,727
Tools 722 213,889 12,184
Firearms 240. 45,904 9,230
Motor Vehicles ——— — ——
Parts and accessories 244 45,498 7,669
Construction equipment 21 9,912 70
Aircraft; parts and

accessoriles - | —
+ Consumable goods 533 63,779 1,732
Miscellaneous 2,977 413,950 69,642

NUMBER OF OFFENSES 8,660 - $1,816,185 $249,947



Larceny - Theft of'articles'fromeotor'Vehicles

In 1976, theft from motor vehicles represented 25.5 percent of the total lar-
ceny offenses. The number of offenses remained relatively stable in 1976
showing an increase of less than one percent over 1975, The total value of
property stolen amounted to $4,962,689 and a mean value per offemse of $220,
This category of larceny has the lowest clearance rate of approximately 9.5
percent.

Of the 22,552 offenses involving theft of articles from motor vehicles in
1976, 14,670 were reported by the specific type of property stolen as presen-
ted in Table 2.39.

As shown, and excluding the miscellaneous category, the articles involved in the
highest number of offenses were T.V,'s, radios, and stereos (principally radios
and stereo tape decks). The second and third highest number of offenses in-
volved tools and clothing. In terms of value of property, the recovery rates
were all about the same (between 5% and 7%).

TABLE 2.39 - THEFT OF ARTICLES FROM MOTOR
VEHICLES ~ TYPE OF PROPERTY

. INCIDENTS VALUE VALUE
ARTICLE CATEGORY INVOLVED STOLEN RECOVERED
Bicycles 13 $ 1,840 $ 130
Boats, marine equipment 25 4,659 390
Cameras, accessories 469 101,343 5,343
Clothing, furs 1,641 107,723 5,764
Furniture 225 28,419 1,241
Jewelry, watches 253 52,391 3,475
Currency 1,062 283,389 8,597
T.V.'s,Radios,Stereos,etc. 4,957 741,092 51,583
Tools 1,794 459,988 27,650
Firearms 720 139,334 17,466
Motor Vehicles - —— ———
Parts and accessories 1,532 143,395 7,511
Construction equipment 13 5,312 —
Aircraft,parts & accessories —-— —— -
Consumable goods 1,137 21,343 1,187
Misc=1laneous 4,965 590,785 37,513

NUMBER OF OFFENSES 14,670 - $2,581,013 $167,850



57

Arrests for Larceny

In 1976, there were 17,034 arrests for larceny - a 3.7 percent imcrease over
1975, Of the total, 54 percent were of juveniles and 46 percent were of
adults; 68 percent were of males and 32 percent were female. The highest
number of arrests were of persons 13 to 14 years of age with 51 percent of
the arrests being of persons between 13 and 18 years of age.

Of the 17,034 arrests for larceny, 10,071 were reported by specific degree of

charge at time of arrest as shown in Table 2.40, The distribution of arrests

by degree of charge against juveniles and adults was similar to 1975, in

that the majority of both (887 and 78% respectively) were for second degree

theft. Of the arrests of males and females, the majority of both were also :
for second degree theft. (The chi-square test on both male/female distribut- i
ions revealed a significant difference at the 95 percent confidence level \
(x2 = 170.49, DF = 3) wherein more males were arrested for first degree

theft than were expected and more females were arrested for second degree

theft than expected).

TABLE 2.40 ~ ARRESTS FOR LARCENY

g i
OFFENSE KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE FB{ALE‘WE Sl
LARCENY No. of Arrests|515 871 1,386 1,226 160
Percent Across 377 63% 1002 88% 122
let Degree Theft Percent Down 9% 202 142 162 6%
No. of Arrestsis g/g 3,376 8,422 6,096 2,326
Percent Acroas gy 40z w0z | 722 28%
2nd Degree Theft Percent Down 88% 78% 84% 81% 92%
No. of Arrests}26 15 41 35 »6
Theft of Percent Across 632 37z 100% 852 15%
mislaid property Percent Down 12 «S5% 5% 5% 22
No. of Arrests} 140 82’ 222 |80 42
Percent Across 632 3712 1002 81% 192
Other Percent Down 2% 2% 22 2% 22
No. of Arrests|5,727 4,344 10,071 7,537 2,534
Percent Across 57% 43% 1002 75% 257
Total Percent Down 100% 1002 100% 1002 1002

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT

Introduction

There were 9,425 motor vehicle thefts reported in 1976 - a decrease of 10.0 per-
cent from 1975. Motor vehicle theft represented 6.4 percent of all Index crimes
and 3.4 percent of all crimes in 1976. The clearance rate for motor vehicle
theft in 1976 was 21.9 percent compared to 18.8 percent in 1975,

Motor Vehicle Theft - Month of Occurrence

The number of motor vehicle thefts are depicted in Figure 2.21 by the month in.

which they occurred in 1975 and 1976. In 1976, the lowest number of offenses

occurred in February while the number reached a high in the month of October. s
Of the total, 3,434 offenses (36.47% of the total) occurred between July and R
October. (A chi-square test on both annual distributions revealed a signi- i
ficant difference between them at the 95 percent confidence level (I“=38,84,

DF = 11). The greatest variance between expected value and actual was shown

for the month of October). :
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Motor Vehicle Theft - Day of Week

Of the 9,425 motor vehicle thefts in 1976, 3,453 were reported by the day of
the week on which they occurred as shown in Figure 2.22. Of the 3,453 offenses
reported with day of week, the highest number occurred on Saturday (596
offenses or 17.3% of the total). Of the total, 1,626 offenses, or 47.1 per-
cent occurred from Friday through Sunday.
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Motor Vehicle Theft - Time of Day -

O0f the 9,425 motor vehicle thefts in 1976, 2,468 were reported by the time of
day in which they were known to have occurred as shown in Figure 2.23. Of
the 2,468 offenses wtih time of day.listed, the highest number occurred bet-
ween 10:00 p.m. and midnight (327 offenses or 13.2% of the total). Of the

total, 1,383 offenses or 56 percent occurred during the night 6:00 p.m. -
6:00 a.m.
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Motor Vehicle Theft - Type

In 1976, the typ: of motor vehicle most often stolen were automobiles which
accounted for 75 percent of the total various types of motor vehicles stolen
(see Table 2.41). Stolen automobiles also represented the largest decrease
(~12.3% from 1975) while trucks/buses showed a decrease of 3.7 percent and -
all other types of motor vehicles showed a slight decrease of 0.7 percent.




TABLE 2.41 — MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT BY TYPE 1975/1976

NUMBER OF OFFENSES

TYPE 1975 1976 CHANGE
Automobiles 8,077 7,080 ~12.3%
Trucks/Buses 1,026 988 -3.7%
Other 1,367 1,357 -0.7%
TOTAL 10,470 9,425 -10.0%

Arrests for Motor Vehicle Theft

In 1976, there were 2,244 arrests for motor vehicle theft — a decrease of
2.0 percent from 1975. Of the total, 65 percent were juveniles and 35 per-
cent were adult; 91 percent were male and 9 percent were female. The highest
number of arrests (420 arrests or 18.7%) were of persons 15 years of age with
70 perceni: of the arrests being of persons between 13 and 18 years of age.

0f the 2,244 arrests for motor vehicle theft, 1,710 were reported by specific
degree of charge at time of arrest as shown in Table 2,42, The distribution

of arrests by degree of charge against juveniles and adults was similar to

1975 in that the majority of both (78% and 80% respectively) were for unauthor-
ized use. Of the arrests of males and females, the majority of both were

also for unauthorized use. (A chi-square test on both male/female distributions
revealed a significant difference at the 95 percent confidence level (X2 = 26,57,
DF = 3) primarily between the percentage of arrests for Theft I and I1).

o

TABLE 2.42 - ARRESTS FOR AUTO THEFT

OFFENSE KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE FEMALE
AUTO THEFT No. of Arrests { 209 90 299 271 28
Percent Across 70% 302 100% 9Nz 9
Theft I Percent Down 192 152 172 17Z 18%]
No. of Arrests |7 13 20 12 8
Perceat Across 35% 65% 100X 60% : 403
Theft 1L Percent Down 1z 22 12 1X 52
No. of Arrests | 879 468 1,347 1,347 115
Unauthorized Percent Across 651 35% 1002 912 9%
Use Percent Down 78% 802 192 792 : 762
No. of Arrests |28 16 44 43 1
Percent Across 642% 362 100% 98% 22
Other Percent Down 2z k}4 32 3z 12
No. of Arrests {1,123 587 1,710 1,558 152
) Percent Across 662 34% 100% 91% 9z
Total Percent Down 100% 1002 1002 100% 1062
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OTHER ASSAULTS

In 1976, 6,626 offenses of other assaults or simple assaults (not aggravated)
were reported by police agencies = an increase of 5.6 percent over 1975. Other
assaults represented 5.1 percent of Part II crime and 2.4 percent of all crimes
in 1976.

Of the 6,626 offenses of other assaults in 1976, 2,737 were reported by the
specific type of offense as shown in Table 2.43. Of the 2,737 offenses, 1,456
or 53.2 percent were classified as physical harrassment; 419 or 15.3 percent
were resisting arrest; 27 or 1.0 percent were coercion; and the remaining 835
offenses or 30.5 percent were other types of non-aggravated assaults,

TABLE 2.43 - OTHER ASSAULTS BY TYPE

. NUMBER OF PERCENT
TYPE QFFENSES DISTRIBUTION
Resisting Arrest 419 15.3%
Coercion 27 1.0%
Harrassment (physical) 1,456 53.2%
Other 835 30.5%

TOTAL 2,737 100.0%

Arrests for Otheér Assaults

In 1976 there were 1,817 arrests for other assaults - an 11.2 percent increase
over 1975. Of the total, 22 percent were of juveniles and 78 percent were of
adults; 88 percent were male and 12 percent were female., The highest number
of arrests (302 arrests or 16.6%) were of persons between 25 and 29 years of
age,

0f the 1,817 arrests for other assaults, 1,327 were reported by specific type
of offense as shown in Table 2.44. The distrlbution of arrests by degree of
charge against juveniles and adults was similar to 1975 except that the highest
percentage of juveniles (38%) and adults (58%) were for resisting arrest. Of
the arrests of males and females, the majority were for resisting arrest.

(A chi-square test on both male/female distributions revealed no significant
difference at the .05 lavel (X2 = 4,57, DF = 3).




TABLE 2.44 ~ ARRESTS FOR OTHER ASSAULTS

OFFENSE KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE FEMALE
OTHER ASSAULTS No. of Arrests]|99 622 721 641 80
Percent Across 14% 862 100X 892 112
Resisting Arrest | Percent Down 38% 58% 54% 542 61%
No. of Arrests|l 12 13 1 2
Perceat Across [:%4 92% 1002 852 152
Coercion Percent Down 0.4% 12 12 17 23]
No. of Arrests|69 198 267 R41 26
fPhyaical) Percent Across 262 74% 100% 902 102
Harrassment Percent Down 272 192 20% 207 202
No. of Arrests{89 237 326 303 21
Percent Across 27% 732 1002 932 %
Other Percent Down 35% 227 252 =~ 257 187
No. of Arreats]258 1,069 1,327 1,196 131
Percent Across 192 812 100% 902 102
Total Percent Down 100% 1002 1002 1004 1002]
ARSON
Introduction

There were 1,218 arson offenses reported in 1976 - an increase of 11.5 percent
over 1975. Arson represented 0.9 percent of Part II crime and 0.4 percent of

all crimes in 1976. The clearance rate for arson was approximately 24 percent
based on 850 offenses; 204 clearances.

Arson - Month of Occurrence

The total number of arson offenses are depicted in Figure 2.24 by the month

in which they occurred. As shown, the highest number of arson offenses were
reported as occurring in June (132 offeunses; 10.8% of the total). Of the

total, 496 offenses or 40.7 percent occurred during the months of June through
September. ( A chi-square test on both annual distributions revealed a,signi-
ficant difference between the two at the 95 percent confidence level (X® = 21.04,
DF = 11). The greatest variarce between expected values and actual was for the
month of April, The months of June, July and September also showed a substan-
tial difference between the expected values and actual).
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Arson - Day of Week

Of the 1,218 arson offenses in 1976, 745 were reported by the day of the week
on which they occurred as shown in Figure 2.25.

Of the 745 offenses with day of week reported, the highest number occurred on
Saturday (121 offenses or 16.2%) with 239 offenses or 32.1 percent occurring
on the weekend (Saturday and Sunday).
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FIGURE 2,25 ARSON OFFENSES
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(n=745)

Arson - Time of Day

Of the 1,218 arson offenses in 1976, 712 were reported by the specific time of
day in which they were known to have occurred as presented in Filgure 2.26. As
depicted, the highest number of arson offenses occurred between 8:00 p.m. and
10:00 p.m. (94 offenses or 13.27 of the total) with 495 offenses or 69.5 per-
cent occurring at night (6:00 p.m. ~ 6:00 a.m.).




64

N

i
T
100 + DAY NIGHT
@ 754
n
=
[25]
<]
Fy
@]
= 50 ¢+
e \
3 \
5
= 25 4
Oocc'bcixéxgr\'bw;—"cic\ﬁéi
A T T T R B
S & § & & & & E B 4 0§ B
oog-—i OOS-—IN\T

FIGURE 2.26 - ARSON OFFENSES — TIME OF DAY
(n=712)

Arson - Target

Of the 1,218 arson offenses in 1976, 842 were reported by the target or
location of occurrence as shown in Table 2,45, Of the 842 offenses, 259
offenses or 30.8 percent of the offenses of arson involved a residence;

289 (34.3%) involved other types of buildings; and 294 (34.9%) involved
vehicles or other targets as shown in Table 2.45. The total value of prop-
erty damaged or destroyed exceeded $2.6 million with a mean value of $3,204
per offense. The highest mean value per offense was $7,293 for buildings
other than residential. This mean value was approximately six times higher
than that for residences.

TABLE 2,45 - ARSON OFFENSES BY TARGET

NUMBER OF PERCENT VALUE OF LOSS MEAN VALUE
TARGET OFFENSES DISTRIBUTION OF PROPERTY PER OFFENSE
Residence 259 30.8% $ 428,9.00 $ 1,656
Other Bldg. 289 34.3% $ 2,107,721 $ 7,293
Véhicle 120 14,3% $ 45,335 $ 378
Other 174 20.6% $ 115,818 $ 666
TOTAL 842 100,07 $ 2,697,774 $. 3,204




65

Arrests for Arson

In 1976, there were 303 arrests for arson - no change from 1975. Of the total,
71 percent were juveniles and 29 percent were adults; 91 percent were male and
9 percent were female, The highest number of arrests were of persons 13 to 14
years of age. ‘

Of the 303 arrests for arson, 268 were reported by specific degree of charge at
time of arrest as shown in Table 2.46. The distribution of arrests by degree
of charge against juveniles and adults was similar to 1975 with the exception
of an increase in the adult arrests for reckless burning. Of the arrests of
males and females, the highest percentage of both were for first degree arson.
(A chi-square test on both male/female distribut}ons revealed no significant
difference at the 95 percent confidence level (X 2.68, DF = 3).

TABLE 2.46 - ARRESTS FOR ARSON

OFFENSE 3 KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE FEMALE

ARSON No. of Arrests | g6 51 117 102 15
Percent Acrosa 56% 443 100% 87x 132
lat Degree Percent Down 34% 68% 44% 421 58%

No. of Arresta37 4 41 39 2
Percent Acroes 90% 10%x 1002 . 952 5%
2nd Degrae Percent Down 19% 5% 152 162 8%

No. of Arresta] 80 18 98 %0 8
Percent Across 82% 18% 100% 92% ax
Reckless Burning | percent Down 422 247 372 37% 302

No. of Arrests]10 2 12 11 . 1
Percent Across 832 17% 100% 92% 8%
Other Percent Down S% 3 4% 52 4%

No. of Arresta|193 75 268 242 26 .
Percent Across 72X 282 1002 90% 102
Total Percent Down 100%| 100% 100% - 1003 100%

FORGERY /COUNTERFEITING

Introduction

In 1976, 1,930 offenses of forgery/counterfeiting were reported by police

agencies - an Increase of 20.8 percent over 1975, Forgery/counterfeiting

represented 1.5 percent of Part II crimes and 0.7 percent of all crimes in
1976. The clearance rate for forgery/counterfeiting was approximately 42

percent based on 1,227 offenses; 512 clearances.

The total number of offenses are depicted in Figure 2.27 by the month in which
they occurred, - As shown, there were two peak periods in 1976 - in March and
August/September with the low in the number of offenses shown for June. The
highest number of offenses occurred in Marech (192 or 9.9%) with 378 or 19.6
percent occurring in August and September. (A chi-square test on both annual
distributions revealed no significant difference between the two- at the 95
percent confidence level (X2 14.56, DF = 11).
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Forgery/Counterfeiting - Day of Week

0f the 1,930 offenses in 1976, 816 were reported by the day of the week on which
they were known to have occurred as shown in Figure 2,28, Of the 816 offenses
with known day of week, the highest number occurred on Friday (161 offenses or
19.7%) with the second highest occurring on Monday (145 offenses or 17.8%).
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Forgery/Counterfeiting ~ Time of Day

Of the 1,930 offenses in 1976, 322 were reported by the specific time of day
in which they were known to have occurred as shown in Figure 2.29, Of the
522 offenses with a known time of day, the highest number occurred between
2:00 p.m. and 4:00 p.m. (114 offenses or 21.8%). Of the total, 295 offenses
or 56.5 percent occurred between 10:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. with 428 offenses or
82.0 percent occurring during the day (6:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m.).
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Forgery/Counterfieing ~ Type of Offense

Of the 1,930 offenses on 1976, 1,181 were reported by the specific type of
offense committed as shown in Table 2,47. As shown, 97 percent of the 1,181
offenses involved checks. The number of forgery offenses increased by 22.5
percent over 1975 with a 16.0 percent increase in checks; a 59.Z percent in-
crease in credit cards; and a 133 percent increase in curreiny, although the
numbers are relatively small. The highest increase in counterfeiting offenses
was of currency - again the numbers are quite small, The mean value per
forgery offense was $140 versus $22 for counterfeiting.
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TABLE 2.47 ~ FORGERY/COUNTERFEITING BY TYPE
VAi,UE OF L0SS

NUMBER OF OFFENSES PERCENT MEAN VALUE
TYPE 1975 1976 CHANGE DISTRIBUTION OF PROPERTY OFFENSE
Forgery (935)  (1,145) +22.5% (97.0%) ($160,098) ($140)
Checks 793 920 +16.0% 77.9% 140,064 152
Credit Cards 76 121 +59.2% 10.2% 12,563 104
Currency ) 6 14 +133.0% 1.27% 154 11
Securities 2 ——-: 0.2% —— _—
Other 60 88 — 7.5% 7,317 83
Counterfeiting (22) (36) +63.6% (3.0%) (801) 22)
Checks 1 1 —— 0.1% 393 393
Credit Cards 1 1 —— 0.1% 20 20
Currency 19 33 +73.7% 2.7% 388 12
bther 1 1 —— 0.1% — —
TOTAL (957)  (1,181) +23.4% (100.0%) ($160,899) ($136)

* Separate category of securities not used in 1975, i.e. no comparison
can be made for securities or-other forgeries.

Arrests for Forgery/Counterfelting

In 1976, there were 656 arrests for forgery/counterfeiting - an increase of
8.3 percent over 1975. Of the total, 24 percent were juveniles and 76 per-
cent were adults; 63 percent were male and 37 percent were female. The high-
est number of arrests (92 arrests or 14.0%) were of persons between 25 and

29 years of age.

Of the 656 arrests for forgery/counterfeiting, 436 were reported by specific
degree of charge at time of arrest as shown in Table 2.48, The distribution
of arrests by degree of charge against juveniles and adults cennot be com-
pared with 1975 because of the addition of the breakdown of "criminal possess-~
ion of forgery device" and "criminal simulation'. From Table 2.48,the majority
of arrests of both juveniles (84%) and adults (87%) were for Forgery I -
a Class C felony in Oregon. The distribution for arrests of male/female is
similar.

TABLE 2.48 - ARRESTS FOR FORGERY/COUNTERFEITING

OFFENSE KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE FEMALE
FORGERY/COUNTERFEITING |yo. of Arrests | 122 253 375 266 109
| Percent Across 332 67% 100% 71X 29%
Forgery I Percent Down 8427 87% 862 86X 872
No. of Arrests |19 17 36 26 10
Percent Across 53% 477 1002 72% 28%
Forgery 2  lPercent Down 13z 6% .74 82 82
No. of Arrests {0 7 7 7 0
Criminal Possession of |Percent Across -— 1002 1002 1002 _—
4} a Forged Instrument I {Percent Down -— 27 2X 2% =
, No. of Arrests |1 4 5 4 1
Criminal Posseasion of |percent Across 202 30z 1602 80% 20%
FPorged Instrument 2 Percent Down 0.7% 1 1z 13 0.8%
No. of Arrests |1 3 4 3 1
Criminal Possession Percent Across 252 75% 1002 75% 25%
of Forgery Devise Percent Down 0.7 12 1z 13 0.8%
No. of Arrests |1 sox 1 5 2 1 1
Percent Across 0z 1002 ,502 502
Criminal Simulation Percent Down 0.7% 0.32 0.5% 0.3 0.8%
No. of Arrests 2 3 ? 4 3
Percent Across 29% 71% 1002 57% 43%
Other Percent Down 192 2% 22 17 22
o, of Arreata [146 290 436 311 125
IPercent Across 332 672 1002 71z 292
Totals ! ercent Down 1002 100X 100% 1002 100X
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FRAUD

Introduction

In 1976, 6,845 fraud offenses were reported by police agenciles - an increase
of 17.5 percent over 1975. Fraud represented 5.2 percent of Part II crimes
and 2.5 percent of all crimes in 1976. The clearance rate for fraud was
approximately 39 percent based on 5,527 offenses; 2,182 clearances.

Month of Occurrence

The total number of fraud offenses are depicted in Figure 2.30 by the month in
which they occurred in 1976. As shown, the pattern 1s very erratic with approx-
imately 17 percent fluctuation from month to month.
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Fraud ~ Day of Week

Of the 6,845 fraud offenses in 1976, 3,644 were reported by the day of the
week on which they were known to have occurred as shown in Figure 2.31. Of
the 3,644 offenses with known day of week, the highest number of offenses
occurred on Saturday (613 offenses or 16.8%7) with 1,209 offenses or 33,2
percent occurring on Friday and Saturday.
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Fraud - Time of Day

- Of the 6,845 fraud offenses in 1976, 2,390 were reported by the time of day
in which they were known to have occurred as shown in Figure 2.32. Of the
2,390 offenses with known time of day, the highest number occurred between
2:00 p.m. and 4:00 p.m. The pattern for fraud is almost identical to that
for forgery/counterfeiting. This is understandable since the majority of
both offenses involve checks. Of the total fraud offemses, 1,661 offenses
or 69.5 percent occurred during the day (6:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m.).
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Fraud - Type of Offense

Of the 6,845 fraud offenses in 1976, 5,433 were reported by the specific type
of offense committed as shown in Table 2.49., The majority of offenses (71.6%)
involved checks for various reasons - the highest number were for 'mot suffi-
cient" funds. The second highest number of offenses were for theft of services
(17.3 percent of the total). Bad check writing accounted for 55 percent of the
total loss value of property. The mean value per bad check offense was $77
while the highest mean value per offense was $398 for theft by deception.

TABLE 2.49 - FRAUD OFFENSES BY TYPE

NUMBER OF PERCENT VALUE OF LOSS MEAN VALUE
TYPE OFFENSES . DISTRIBUTION OF PROPERTY PER OFFENSE
Checks 3,890 71.6% $301, 555 ' $ 77
No Account ( 173) (3.272) (821,914) (5127)
Account Closed (1,374 (25.3%) . (568,233) : (% 50)
Not Sufficient o
Funds (2,343) (43.1%) ($211,408) (5 90)
Credit Cards 103 1.9% $ 6,893 $ .67
Theft by Deception 396 7.3% $157,451 $398 “
Theft of Services 940 17.3% $ 46,893 $ 50 <
Other 104 1.9% $ 33,453 $322 5
TOTAL 5,433 100.0% $546,395 $100
Arrests for Fraud _ - S R

In 1976, there were 1,207 arrests for fraud - an 18.1 percent increase over S
1975. Of the total, 11 percent were juveniles and 89 percent were adults; . o
70 percent were male and 30 percent were female. The highest number of arrests
(226 arrests or 18.77) were of persons 25 to 29 years of age. : L

Of the 1,207 arrests for fraud, 934 were reported by specific type of offense
as shown in Table 2,50, The dlstrlbutlon of arrests by degree of" charge against .~
juveniles and adults was similar to 1975 except for an increase in the percen-
tage of juveniles arrested for negotiatlng a bad check. The highest percentage
of arrests for fraud of males and females were for negotiating a bad check.
The dlfferenee between the distributions was that the vast majority of female -
arrests were for bad checks while the arreésts of males involved not onLy bad
checks, but,. to a large degree, theft of services. o :
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TABLE .50 - ARRESTS FOR FRAUD

OFFENSE KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE FEMALE
FRAUD No. of Arrestsi 0 5 5 3 2
Fraudulently Obtaininq Percent Across — 100% 100% 60% 40%
a Signature Percent Down ——— 1% 1% 0.5% 1%
i No. of Arrests |12 33 45 30 15
1 Fraudulent Use of | Percent, Across 27%, 73% 100% 67% 33%
Credit Cards Percent Dewn 13X 42 5% 5% 5%
No. of Arrests 0 3 3 3 0
Unlawfully using | pPercent Across —-— 100% 100% 100% -
slugs Percent Down ——— 0.4% 6.3% 0.5%|, e
No. of Arrests |19 469 488 258 230
Negotiating a bad | Percent Across 4% 967 100% 53% 47%
check Percent Dowm 204 56% 52% 42% ) 72%
No. of Arrests | 73 82 - 65 17
Percent Across|  13% 89% 100% 79% 21%
Theft by Deception| porcont Doun 107 9% 9% 11% 52
No. of Arrests [46 227 273 233 40
‘ Percent Across 17% 83% 100% 85% 15%
Theft of Services | Percent Dcwm 497 277% 29% 38% 122
No. of ArrestsV/ 31 38 22 16
Percent Across 18% 827 100% 58% 427
Other Percent Down 87 4% 4% 4z 5%
No. of Arrests g3 841 934 | 614 320
Percent Across 10% 90%Z 100% 66% 347
Total Percent Down 1007} 100% 100% 100% 100%
EMBEZZLEMENT

In 1976, 132 offenses of embezzlement were reported by police agencies - an

increase of 8.2 percent over 1975.
Part I1 crime and 0.05 percent o% all crimes in 1976.

Embezzlement represented 0.1 percent of
The clearance rate

for embezzlement was approximately 58 percent based on only 40 offenses;

23 clearances.

Due to the small number of embezzlement offenses in Oregon, the distribution
by month. day of week, and time of day are not included with this report.

STOLEN PROPERTY OFFENSES

The offense category of stolen property includes buying, receiving, and
possessing as well as all attempts to commit any of these offenses.

0f the 454 offenses involving stolen property in 1976, 222 were reported by the

speclfic type of activity involved as shown in Table 2.51.

The principal type

of offense in 1976 was receiving and concealing stolen property which repre-
The next highest percentage (30.2%) were

sented 35.1 percent of the total.

for possession of stolen property.

Due to the small number of stolen property offenses, the distributions by
month, day of week, and time of day are not included within this report.
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TABLE 2.51 -~ STOLEN PROPERTY OFFENSES BY TYPE

OF OFFENSE
NUMBER OE PERCENT
TYPE QF OFFENSE OFFENSES DISTRIBUTION
Receive and Conceal 78 35.1%
Possess 67 30.2%
Buy 4 1.8%
Sell 9 4.12
Other 64 28.8%
TOTAL 222 100.0%

Arrésts for Stolen Property Offenses

In 1976, there were 494 arrests for stolen property -~ a decrease of 3.9 percent

from 1975. Of the total, 48 percent were juveniles and 52 percent were adults;

87 percent were male and 13 percent were females. The highest number of arrests
were of persons 16 years of age.

Of the 494 arrests for stolen property offenses, 280 were reported by specific
tyvpe of offense as shown in Table 2,52,

The distribution of arrests by degree of charge against juveniles and adults
was similar to 1975 with the vast majority of both male and female arrests
for theft by receiving.

TABLE 2.52 - ARRESTS FOR STOLEN PROPERTY

OFFENSE KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE FEMALE
STOLEN PROPERTY No. of Arrests {135 ?7 232 200 32
Percent Across 58% 422 1002 862 142
Thaft by Receiving | Perceat Down 84% 812 837 837 842
No. of Arrests |25 23 8 42 6
Percent Across 52% 482 1002 882 122 .
Othzur Percent Down 162 192 17% 172} 16%
No. of Arrests {160 F.ZO 280 242 38
Percent Across 572 43% 1002 862 14X
Total Percent Down 1002 100% 100 1002 1002
VANDALISM

Introduction

In 1976, 32,453 vandalism offenses were reported by police agencies - an in-
crease of 3.8 percent over 1975, Vandalism represented:24.8 percent of Part
II crime and 11.7 percent of all crimes in 1976. The clearance rate for
vandalism was approximately 13.7 percent based on 23,402 offenses; 3,210
clearances.

S
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Vandalism — Month of Occurrence

The number of vandalism offenses are depicted in Figure 2,33 by the month in
which they occurred in 1975 and 1976, As shown, the highest number of offenses
in 1976 occurred in December 3,093 or 9.5% of the total) with 6,151 offenses

or 19,0 percent occurred in November and December. The lowest number of
offenses occurred in February, similar to the pattern in 1975. (A chi-square
test on both amnnual distributions revealed a significant difference between the
two at the 95 percent confidence level (x2 = 95,04, DF = 1). The greatest
variation between expected value and actual occurred in March with the next
highest variation occurring in December).
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FIGURE 2.33 - VANDALISM OFFENSES - BY MONTH

Vandalism ~ Day of Week

Of the 32,453 vandalism offenses in 1976, 13,817 were reported by the day of
week on which they were known to have occurred as shown in Figure 2.34. Of the
13,817 offenses with known day, the highest number occurred on Saturday

(2,438 offenses or 17.6% of the total). Of the total, 6,809 offenses or 49.3
percent occurred during the period Friday through Sunday.
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Vandalism - Time of Day

0f the 32,453 vandalism offenses in 1976, 10,797 were reported with the specific
time of day in which they were known to have occurred as shown in Figure 2.35.
Of the 10,797 offenses with a known time of occurrence, the highest number
vecurred between 10:00 p.m. and midnight (1,596 offenses or 15.7% of the total).
During the day (6:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m.), 4,515 offenses occurred (41.8%Z of the
total), while the remaining 6,282 offenses or 58.2 percent occurred at night
(6:00 p.m. - 6:00 a.m.).

Vandalism ~ Type of Property Damaged

Of the 32,453 vandalism offenses in 1976, 21,320 were reported by the type of
property damaged or destroyed as shown in Table 2.53. The principal targets
for vandalism in 1976 were vehicles which accounted for 32.9 percent of the
total. Vandalism of vehicles also showed the highest increase (+13.2% over
1975) and represented the highest value of loss of property ($641,168).

TABLE 2,53 - VANDALISM OFFENSES BY TYPE
OF PROPERTY DAMAGED

1976

NUMBER. OF OFFENSES PERCENT VALUE OF LOSS MEAN VALUE
TYPE 1975 1976 CHANGE DISTRIBUTION OF PROPERTY PER OFFEXNSE
Residences 3,932 4,255 +8.2% 20,0% $§ 210,181 $ 49
Public Building 3,851 4,066 +5.62 19.1% 352,530 87
and Property
Vehicles 6,205 7,023 +13.22 32,92 641,168 91
Venerated
Objects 121 90 ~25.6% 0.4% 10,955 122
Police Carg 91 93 +2.22 0.42 3,583 39

Other 5,366 5,792 +4.1% 27.2% 421,232 73

TOTAL 19,766 21,320 +7.9% 100.0% $ 1,639,779 $ 77



Arrests for Vandalism

In 1976, there were 3,266 arrests for vandalism -~ an increase of 11.8 percent
over 1975. Of the total, 64 percent were of juveniles and 36 percent were of
adults; 93 percent were male and 7 percent were female. The highest number
of arrests were of persons 13 to 14 years of age.

Of the 3,266 arrests for vandalism, 2,633 were reported by specific degree of
charge at time of arrest as shown in Table 2.54. The distribution of arrests
by degree of charge against juveiles and adults was similar to 1975. Of the
total arrests of males/females, the highest percentage were for Criminal Mis-
chief 2 - a Class A misdemeanor. ( A chi-square test on the male/female dis-
tributions revealed a significant difference between the two at the 95 percent
confidence level (X = 15.73, DF = 4). The difference existed between the
expected and actual values for Criminal Mischief 1 and 3).

TABLE 2.54 - ARRESTS FOR VANDALISM

OFFENSE KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE FEMALE
VANDALISH No. of Arrests|153 119 272 259 13
Criminal Percent Across 562 443 1002 95% 52
Mischief { Percent Down 92 13% 10% 1124 7%
No. of Arrests [862 545 1,407 1,327 80 :
Criminal Percent Across 612 392 1002 94Z 6% e
Miechief 2 Percent Down 502 592 532 54% 45%
1 No. of Arrests |621 227 843 780 68
Criminal Percent Across 732 272 1002 93¢ 8z
Mischief 3 Percent Down 362 253 324 322 392F
No. of Arrests |l 6 7 6 1
Abuse of Percent Across 14X 86X 100 862 14
v Venerated Object | Percent Dewn 0.12 0.7% 0.32] 0.22 0.6 §
No. of Arrests {71 28 99 85 14
Percent Across 722 282 1002 862 142
i Other Percent Down 47 (33 4% k4 8z
No. of Arrests [1,708 P25 2,633 2,457 176
Perceat Across 65% 352 1002 . 932 ) 4
Total Percent Down 100% 1007 1002 1002 100% |

WEAPONS OFFENSES

This category deals with weapon offenses, regulatory in nature, and ineludes
manufacturing, selling, furnishing and illegal possession of deadly waapons.

Of the 1,513 weapons offenses in 1976, 1007 were reported by specific type

of activity involved as shown in Table 2.55. Of the total, 357 or 35. 5 per~

cent were offenses of carrying concealed weapons.  The :emaining 64.5 percent.
were for possessing illegally (18.7%) and other offenses (45.8%).
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TABLE 2.55 - WEAPONS OFFENSES BY TYPE OF OFFENSE

Number of Percent
Iype Offense Distribution
Possess Illegally 188 18.7%
Carry Concealed 357 35.5%
Othier (Dizchar'ge, selling, etc.) 462 45,82
f TOTAL 1,007 100.02

Arrests for Weapons Offenses

: In 1976, there were 1,351 arrests for weapons offenses - a 25.8 percent in-

; crease over 1975. Of the total, 23 percent were of juveniles and 77 percent
were of adults; 92 percent were male and 8 percent were female., The highest
number of arrests (181 arrests or 13.47%) were of persons 25 to 29 years of
age.

- 0f the 1,351 arrests for ‘weapons offenses, 842 were reported by specific type

: of offenses as shown in Table 2.56. The distribution of arrestsby degree of

» charge against juveniles and adults was similar to 1975 with the majority of
arrests for carrying concealed weapons. ' The distribution of arrests of males
and females was similar to that for juveniles and adults.

TABLE 2.56 — ARRESTS FOR WEAPONS OFFENSES

OFFEMNSE KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE 1 FEMALE
WEAPONS No. of Arresta|45 190|235 219 16
Percent Across 19Z B1X 100X 937 b2 4 l
Possesa Illegally | Percent Down 21X 302 28X 28% 33
No. of Arrests|119 327 446 417 29
Percent Across 27X 732 1002 93% 7z
Carrying Concealed| Percent Down 34X 52% 53% 522 6073
No. of Arrests|SS 106 161 158 3
Percent Across 342 66% 100% ag% 2%
Other Percent Down 252 18% sz 202y 73
: No. of Arrests{219 623 842 1794 48
; Percent Across 26% 74% 1002 947 6% #
3 Total Percent Down 100% 1002 1002 1002 1007y o
4‘%
PROSTITUTION

In 1976, 663 offenses of prostitution were reported by police agencies = an
increase of 29.7 percent over 1975. Prostitution represented Q.5 percent of
Part II crime and 0.2 percent of all crimes in 1976. Because of the low num-
ber of offenses, information regarding month, day of week, and time of occur-
ance is not presented in this report.

Arrests for Prostitution

In 1976, there were 736 arrests for prostitution - a 12.0 percent increase over
1975. Of the' total, 8 percent were juveniles and 92 percent were adults; 26
percent were male and. 74 percent were female. The highest number of arrests
(91 arrests or 12.47%Z) of:persons 25 to 29 years of age with the second highest
number (86 arrests or 11.7%) of persons 18 years of age.

S
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OTHER SEX OFFENSES

Introduction

The category includes all sex offenses (other than forcible rape, prostitution,

and commercialized wvice) such as incest, indecent exposure, sodomy, and statu—
tory rape.

Tn 1976, 2,803 sex offenses were reported by police agencies — an increase of
11,8 percent over 1975. Sex offenses represented 2.1 percent of Part II crime
and 1.0 percent of all crimes in 1976. The clearance rate for sex offenses was
approximately 35 percent based on 1,508 offenses; 532 clearances.

Month of Occurrence

The total number of sex offenses are depicted in Figure 2,36 by the month in
which they occurred in 1976. As shown, the highest number occurred during July
(290 offenses or 10.4%) with 1,509 offenses or 53.8 percent occurring during
the last six months of the year.
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FIGURE 2.36 SEX OFFENSES ~ BY MONTH

Other Sex Offenses - Day of Week

0f the 2,803 other sex offenses in 1976, 1,172 were reported by theAday of week
on which they occurred as shown in Figure 2 37.. Of the 1,172 offenses with °
known day of week, the highest number occurred on Monday (192 offetises or 16. 4%
of the total). There actually is not much of a variance is distribution between
Monday and Saturday while the’ lowest number of offenses occurred orni Sunday."
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Other Sex Offenses — Time of Day

0f the 2,803 other sex offenses in 1976, 1,096 were reported by the time of
day in which they weré known to have occurred as shown in Figure 2,38, Of
the 1,096 offenses with known time of day, the highest number occurred bet-
ween 4:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. (180 offenses or 16.4%) while 595 offenses or

'54.2 percent occurred in the day (6:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m.).
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Other Sex Offenses - Type of Offense .

Of the 2,803 other sex offenses in 1976, 1,377 were reported by the type of
offense committed and the victim's age and sex as shown in Table 2.57. Of
the 1,377 offenses, the highest percentage of offenses (42.3% of the total)
were for exposure with the second highest being for physical molesting
(18.47%). Exposure offenses increased 10.2 pzrcent over 1975 while physical
molesting increased 28.3 percent.

TABLE 2.57 - SEX OFFENSES BY TYPE AND VICTIM

Percent
Distribution
Type Male Female Total Juvenile Adult Total
Statutory Rape 73 73 68 5 5.32
Contributing to Sexual
Delinquency of Minor 7 35 42 41 1 3.12
Molesting-Physical 45 209 254 203 51 18.4%
Molesting-Phone 11 78 89 14 75 6.5%
Peeper 39 60 99 4 95 7.2%
Exposure 94 489 583 246 337 42,32
Sodomy-Forcible 29 44 73 51 22 5.3%
Sodomy-Statutory 24 16 40 37 3 2.92 v
Other 28 96 124 94 30 - 9,0% “
TOTALS 277 1,100 1,377 758 619 iO0.0X
Percent Distribution 20,12 79.9% 1002 55.0% 45.0% «

Victim ~ Age and Sex

Of the total victimes involved, 80 percent were female; 20 percent were male;

55 percent were juvenile; 45 percent were adults. TFemale victims of exposure
accounted for 45 percent of the offenses against females with molesting (physical
and phone combined) representing 26 percent. Thirty-two percent of the offenses
against juveniles were for exposure. The number of male victims increased

24 percent over 1975 compared to an increase of 13 percent for female victims.
The number of adult victim's increased 28 percent over 1975 while juvenile
victims increased by 7 percent.

e
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Arrests for Other Sex Offenses

In 1976, there were 616 arrests for other sex offenses - a 26.7 percent in-
crease over 1975. Of the total, 19 percent were of juveniles and 81 percent
were of adults; 96 percent were male and only 4 percent were female. The
highest rumber of arrests (98 arrests or 15.9%) were of persons 25 to 29
years of age.

Of the 616 arrests for other sex offenses, 388 were reported by specific type
and degree of charge at time of arrest as shown in Table 2.58. The highest
number of arrests of both juveniles and adults was for sexual abuse with the
second highest number for public indecency. The distyvibution is similar for
arrests of males and the highest number of arrests of females was for sexual

misconduct.
TABLE 2.58 - ARRESTS FOR SEX OFFEYSES
fe = - -\
]“— OFFENSE KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE FEMALE
]
i 3' SODOMY No. of Arrests| 3 47 50 50 0
i Percent Acroas £2 94X 100% 100% —
1 R 1st Degree | Percent Dewn et 78% 782 79% e
[ No, of Arrests| Q 3 3 3 ]
} Parcent Across — 1002 100X 1a0% -_—
j 2nd Degree | Percent Down 757 64 5% 5% ——
‘ I No. of Arrests |1 5 6 [ 0
: Percent Across 17X 832 i00% 1002 —
3rd Degrem |Percent Down 257 81 9% 10% -—
No. of Arrests | 0 5 5 4 1
Percent Across —— 1002 1607 80Z 202
Othnr Percent Down —] 8 ez 6% 1007
No. of Arrests | 4§ 60 64 63 1
Percent Across 6 94X 1002 98% 2%
Total Pexrgent Down 1002 1002 100% 100% 1001
‘ Sexual Abuse No. of Arrests |13 65 78 78 0
I3 Percent Across 17% 83% 100% 1002 —
: lat Degree |Percent Down 50 63 602 60% —_—
B No. of Arvests |11 34 45 45 0
+ Percent Across 242 762 100% } 1002 ——
2nd Degree |[Percent Down 42% 33% 352 352 -_—
No. of Arrests |2 4 [ 6 (]
Percent Across 33% 672 100% 100% —_—
s Other Percent Down 8% 42 52 52 -
‘ No. of Arrests {26 103 129 129 0
Percent Across 202 802 100X 100% —
” Total Percent Down 100X 100Z 1002 100% —
Sexual Misconduct No, of Arrests {18 2 20 14 6
Percent Across 902 10% 1002 702 302
Total Percent Down —— — —_ — _
“ Contributing to sexual {No, of Arrests |0 1 11 11 0
‘delinquency of aminor Percent Across — 1002 100% 1002 _—
‘Total Percent Down — — — — ——
Incent No. of Airests {0 7 7 6 1
= Perceént Across — 100% 1002 86% 142
Total Percent Hown — — —_ — —
‘,' N Accosting-for Deviate [No. of Arrests (0 - [ 6 6 0
B '} Purposes Percent Across — 1002 100z 1002 ——
Percént Down — — — —— —
Public Indecency No. of Arrests {22 80 102 100 2
Percent Across 22 782 100X 98% 22
Total Percent Dowvn — —— — —_— ——
if Statutory Rape No, of Arrests |2 27 29 29 0
.&l Percent Across 7% 93% 100 1002 —
{ ) Total Percent Down — —_— — e —
; Other Sex Offeuses No. of Arcests |3 7 20 19 R
i " [Percent Across 15x% 852 1002 952 B 4
. p ST !I i Total Percent Down — R - — ——
% sV , o 1 (0. of Arreats |75 313 388 377 11
. : . Percent Across 19% 811 100z 97X 3T
fe : N Grand Total Percent Down — — — —), —
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DRUG ABUSE

Due to the nature of this offense and the fact that an arrest is usually
made at the time an offense is reported or known, data regarding drug
abuse is presented in the following arrest section.

Arrests for Drug Abuse

In 1976, there were 10,657 arrests for drug abuse - a 25.3 percent increase

over 1975. The categories of narcotics, synthetics, and other drugs all showed
decreases in 1976 (~31.7%, -24.5% and -21.6% respectively) while the number of
arrests for marijuana increased by 38.7 percent over 1975. Of the 10,657 arrests
for drug abuse, 9,341 (87.7%) were for marijuana. Of the total arrests for
marijuana, 72 percent were adult and 28 percent were juvenile. Of the 1, 316
arrests for other types of dangerous drugs, adults represented 90 percent of

the arrests. Arrests of juveniles for narcotics such as heroin and cocaine
represented only 0.3 percent of the total for drug abuse.

TABLE 2,59 - DRUG ABUSE ARRESTS BY AGE, SEX, AND TYPE

Juvenile Adult TOTAL ~ TOTAL  TOTAL TOTAL -

TYPE TOTAL #DIST M F M F MALE FEMALE JUV. ADULT
Narcotics ’ .

(Opium, Cocaine 462 4,3% 17 11} 323 111 340 122 © 28 - 434

Heroin)

Marijuana 9,341 87..72 2,172 459 ['5,836 874 | 8,008 = 1,333 2,631 6,710
Synthetics B ; A ‘ e
(Demerol, etc.) 77 0.7% 8 6 49 14 57 20 14 63 ~d
Other Drugs

(Barbituates, .

etc.) 777 7.3% 64 26 529 158 593" 184 90 687

TOTALS 10,657 1007 2,261 5021 6,737 1,157 8,998 1,659 2,763 7,894
PERCENTAGES -84.4%  15.6Z 25.9% 74.1%

0f the 10,657 arrests for drug abuse, 9,083 were reported_by‘specific type of
drug at time of arrest as shown in Table 2,60. As shown, the highest percen-
tage of arrests of both adults and juveniles were for under one ounce of
marijuana (61.1% and 72.2% respectively). . :

Of the 10,657 arrests for drug abuse 9,269 were reported by specific degree of
charge at time or arrest as shown in Table 2.6]. The highest number of adult -
arrests (74.0%) were for possession of drugs for use with the second highest
number (8.0%) for transporting, manufacturing and/or cultivating. The highest
number of juvenile arrests (80.6%) were also for possession for use with the
second highest number (6.7%) for criminal drug promotion.‘ :




TABLE 2.60 -~ DRUG ABUSE ARRESTS BY TYPE

NARCOTIC DRUGS

Opium

Heroin

Morphine
~ Cocaine
 Codeine

TOTAL
MARTIJUARA
Hashish
“Marijuana
Under 1 ounce

‘Over 1 cunce

TOTAL

SYNTHETIC DRUCS

Demerol
Methadone
Other

TOTAL

OTHER DANGEROUS DRUGS

Barbituates
Amphetamines
Benzedrine
Hallucinogens
Tranquilizers
Other

TOTAL

TOTAL (incident files)

AND ADULT/JUVENILE
ADULTS

11
76
5
54
8

————

154-2,4%

160

5,604
(3,971)
(1,633)

5,764-88.7%

" JUVENILES

oo & W~ b

16-0.6%

45

2,421
(1,865)
556)

2,466-95.5%

1 1
2 0
29 1
42~0.6% 15-0. 6%
61 15
246 a7
12 1
58 13
31 2
133 17
541-8.3% 85-3.3%
6,501-100% 2,582-100%

TABLE 2.61 - DRUG ABUSE ARRESTS BY CHARGE

AND ADULT/JUVENILE

CHARGE ADULTS X JUVENILES 2 TOTAL 2
Criminal Activity
in Drugs:
Sale 290 4.4% 38 1.6% 328 3.5%
Poasession for
Selling 342 5.1% 152  5.82 494 5.3%,
Possgession for
Use 4,917  74.0% 2,118 80.6% | 7,035 75.9%
Furnishing - 127 1.9% 20 0.8 147 1.67%
Transporting
manufacturing,
cultivating, - 530 8.0% 82 3.1z 612 6.672
Other 93 1.4% 31 1.2 124 1.3%
TOTAL 6,299 94.8% 2,441 92.9% | 8,740 94.2%
Criminal Drug
Promotilon 265 4.0% 177 6.7% 442 4.8%
db:aining Drugs
Unlawfully . 56 0.92 7 0.32 63 0.7%
Ta@periné,wich drug .
Records 21 0.3% 3 0.12 24 0.3%
""‘GRAND TOTAL. 6.641 - 100% 2,628 100Z | 9,269 100%
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GAMBLING

In 1976, 81 offenses of gambling were reported by police agencies - an increase
of 6.6 percent over 1975. Gambling represented 0.06 percent of Part II crime
‘and 0.03 percent of all crimes in 1976. Because of the low number of gambling

offenses, the distribution by month, day of week, and time of day are not pre-

sented in this report. . ‘

Arrests for Gambling

In 1976, there were 150 arrests for gambling - an increase of 64.8 percent over
1975. Of the total, 99 percent were adults; 77 percent were male and 23 per-
cent were female. The highest number of arrests were of persons 25 to 29 years
of age. No further breakdowns are presented in this section.

OFFENSES AGAINST THE FAMILY

In 1976, 724 family offenses were reported by police agencles - a decrease of’
4.9 percent from 1975. Family offenses represented 0.6 percent of Part II
crime and 0.3 percent of all crimes in 1976. The clearance rate for family
offenses was approximately 29 percent based on 571 offenses, 167 clearances.
Because of the low number of offenses, the distributions by month, day of week
and time of day are not included in this report,

Of the 724 family offenses in 1976, 566 were reported by specific type of ‘
offense committed. The highest percentage of offenses were for child negipct
(45.27% of the total) while child abuse represented the second highest percen—‘
tage (33.6%) - see Table 2.62. .

TABLE 2.62 - OFFENSES AGAINST FAMILY BY TYPE

NUMBER OF ‘ PERCENT
TYPE OFFENSES DISTRIBUTION
Child Abandonment 38 | 6.8%
Child Neglect 256 ‘ 45.2%
Child Abuse 190 33.6%
Non~-Support 13 2.2%
Other _69 - _12.2%

TOTAL 566 100.0% S
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Arrests for Family Offenses

In 1976, there were 106 arrests for family offenses - adecxzease of 12.4 per-
cent from 1975. Of the total, 41 percent were juveniles and 59 percent were
adults; 58 percent were male and 42 percent were female. Of the 106 arrests
for family offenses, 70 were reported by specific type of offense as shown in
Table 2.63. The highest number of arrests were for child neglect (44% of the
total),

TABLE 2,63 - ARRESTS FOR FAMILY OFFENSES

OFFENSE KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE FEMALE .

OFTENSES. AGAINST FAMILY|No. of Arrests {1 2 3 1 2
Percent Across 332 67% 100% 332 672
Child Abandenment {Percent Down (24 ) 4z 4z 3 8%

No. of Arrests |1l 20 31 16 15
Percent Actoss 357 65% 1002 52% 482
(hild Neglect Percent Down 65% 382 442 362 60%

INo. of Arrests {1 6 7 S 2
‘ Percent Across 142 86% 100% 71X 29%
Child Abuse Percent Down 6% 112 102 112 8z

Yo. of Arreste j0 16 16 16 [+]
Percent Across — 100% 1002 1002 —_—
Non—Suppor; Parcent Down —— 302 232 36% —

Mo. ol Arrests |4 9 13 7 6
Percent. Across 312 692 1002 54% 463
Other Percent Down 23% 17% 192 152 242

No. of Arrésts [17 53 70 5 |25
Percent Across | 247 76% 100Z 64% 362
Total Percent Down | 100% 100% 1002 100% 1002

'DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF INTOXICANTS (DUII)

Due to the nature of the offense and the fact that an arrest is made at the
time an offense is reported or known, data regarding DUII is presented in
the following arrest section of this report.

Arrests for Driving Under the Influence of Intoxicants (DUII) -

In 1976, there were 23,351 arrests for DUII - an increase of 13.5 percent over
1975. Of the total, 2.6 percent were of juveniles and 97.4 percent were adults;
88 percent were male and 12 percent were female. The highest number of arrests.
(3,629 arrests or 15.5%) were of the age group 25 to 29.

Of the 23,351 arrests for DUII, 19,225 wexe reported by specific type and circum-
stances at time of arrest as shown in Table 2.64. The highest percentage of
juveniles and females arrested were for DUII (liquor) and more specifically

with a breath analyzer test result of .15 and under while the highest percentage
of adults was with a test result of .15 to .20,



TABLE 2.64 - ARRESTS FOR DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF

INTOXICANTS
OFFENSE KEY JUVESILEF | ADULTS “TOTAL }‘\ MALE FEMALE
DRIVING UNDER THE Na. of Agrests[151 5,174 5,325 4,596 {629
UENCE OF INTOXICANIS ] Fércent Across 3% 97% 100% ‘\ 88x 122
Alcohol ~ Ynder .10| Perceat Down. 28X 282 o 28; v 282 b4 0
No. of Arrests 152 B,871 »823 3,405 416
Percent Across I3 4 962 cox. 891 ur .
.10 to .15] Percent Dm-m 28%. 202 20%2) 20% . 132
No. of Artests {102 s 4529 5,831 4,085 546 , o
Percant Acrosa 22 98 | 1002 . 882 122
«15 to ,20! Percent Dewn 197 24X o 28 242 252
No. of Arrests[38 - F,ass 1,936 1,679 257 i
Percent. Acroas 2% 98X 100 87% 132 LT
.20 & abovq Percent Down 73 102 16X 10 12%
Fo. of Arrests|25 2,109 2,134 1,906 228
{ Percent Across 1z 99% 100% 89% nz , N
BA refused| Percent Down 53 112 112 uz 102
No. of Arrests|25 280 305 256 49
Percent Across 8x 922 100% 842 162
BA not given | Percent Down 5% 1.5% 2% 2z 24 1
No. of Arrests{29 653 682 604 78
Percent Across 4% 96X . 100X 89% nz
Other Percent Down 53 3z 32 3z ALS
No. of Arrests]522 18,314 18,836 16,635 2,201
Percent Across az 97% 100% 88% 122
Sub-total | Percent Down (97X {98%]} (982) (982 (982)
‘No. of Arrests|8 96 “fos 98 3 _
Percent Across 82 922 100X 94X 62 I
Drugs Percent Down 1z 0.52 0.5% o.57] 0.3%
No. of Arrests}10 275 pas 249 36 .
Other Percent Across 4z 96X 1002 87% 132 5
] Percent Down 22 1.5% 1.52 1.5% 1.7%
No. of Arresta {540 18,685 19,225 16,982 2,243
Percent Across 3z : 972 1002 852 152
Total Perceant Down 100% 100% 100% 1002 100Z ¥ R

LIQUOR LAWS

i

. ’ ) ~\\ T
Due to the nature of this offense and the fact that an arrest is usually \\\\§*§=
made at the time an offense is repirted or known, data regarding these -

crimes are presented in the following arrest section 3f’ﬁhis~reportﬁ

Arrests for Liquor Laws

In 1976, there were 12,727 arrests for liguor laws - a decrease of 6 3 per—

cent from 1975.

total were between 16 and 20 years of age.

Of the 12,727 arrests for liquor laws, 9,879 were reported byqéﬁecific typei

of offense as shown in Table 2.65. The distribution of .arrests by type of .

of the total, 36 percent were of juveniles and 64- percent
were of adults; 85 percent were male and 15 percent were female.
est number of arrests were of persons 18 years of age and 71 percent of the*

B
e

offense against juveniles and adults was similar to 1975 in that’ the vast

majority of both were for minor-in—possession\of liquot.

of males/females was similar to that for juveniles/adults.

The highﬁf

The distribution s

)
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TABLE 2.65 - ARRESTS FOR LIQUOR LAWS

OFFENSE KEY JUVENILES ADULT TOTAL MALE FEMALE
,‘ LIQUOR LAWS No. of Arrests §,325 4,555 ‘y8,880 7.626 1,456
’ Parcent Across 493 o 51% 100% 84% 162
Migor-in-Possescion | Percent Down 982 © 432 902 89% 922
No. of Arrests 48 )56 48 T
Illegel Liquoz Percent Across 147 862 100% 85% 14%
(make,possess,sell) ; Percent Down 0.22 0.92 0.62 0.6% 0.5%
: ~[No. of Arrests p 13 22 12 K 10
Operating an illsgall Percent Across 417 592 100% 552 : 45%
esteblishment Percent Dovn 0.42 0.2% 0.22 0.1%} 0.6%
No. of Arrests P 125 ‘ 134 119 15
Percent Across % 93% . 100% 852 11z
Drinking in Public | Percéat Down 0. 2% 2% 12 B 1zt 12
No. of Arrvests IO 1439 4ag 401 48
Parcent Across 2% 98% 1002 89% 112
Furnishing Percent Down .0.22] 8% 52 5% 3z
No. of Arrests fL 22 23 17 s
Percent Across 42 962 1002 772 23%
Taporting Percent Down 0.027 0.4% 0.2% 0.2% 0.32
No. of Arxests {38 267 315 282 33
Percent Across 15% 852 1002 902 102
Other Percent Down 13 52 32 32 22
No. of Arrests k,410 5,469 9,879 8,303 1,575
Percent Across 45% 55% 1002 842 162
Total { Percent Down 1008 1003 1002 100% 100%

DISORDERLY CONDUCT

Introduction

In 1976, 4,581 offenses of disorderly conduct were reported by police agen-

- cles -~ an increase of 5.0 percent over 1975, Disorderly conduct represented

3.5 percent of Part II crime and 1.6 percent of all crimes in 1976. The
clearance rate for disorderly conduct was approximately 70 percent based on
3,727 offenses; 2,623 clearances.

Disor@erly Conduct -‘Month of Occurrence

The total number of disorderly conduct offenses are depicted in Figure 2.39

by the month in which they occurred and as shown, the highest number occurred

during October (482 offenses or 10.5%). Of the total, 2,530 offemses or 55.2 )
percent occurred during the last six months of 1976. o
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Disorderly Conduct - Day of Week
Of the 4,581 offenses of disorderly conduct in 1976, 2,939 were reported by
the day of the week on which they occurred as shown in Figure 2.40. Of the
2,939 offenses with known day of week, the highest number occurred on: Satur-
day (599 offenses or 20.47Z) with 1,593 offenses or 54.2 percent occurring
between Friday and Sunday. ’ -
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Disorderly Conduct - Time of Day

0f the 4,581 offeuses of disorderly conduct in 1976, 2,907 were reported by

time of day in which they were known to-have occurred as shown in Figure 2.41.

Of the 2,907 offenses with known time of occurrence, the highest number

occurred betweern: 10:00 p.m. and midnight {559 offenses or 19.2%) which 1,486

offenses or 51. l.percent occurring between 8:00 p.m. and 2:00 a.m.

606+
500

400

NUMBER OF OFFENSES

- 300,

3
1]

8am—10';

FIGURE 2.41
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6pm-8
8pm-10 -+

BY TIME OF DAY
(n=2,907)

Disorderly Conduct ~ Type of Offense

10pm-12 +

e =

12-2am <+
2am—4

— DISORDERLY CONDUCT OFFENSES

Lam—~6

- » type of offense committed.

0f the 4,581 ofﬁenses of disorderly conduct in 1976, 3,597 were reported by the

From Table .2.66, the highest percentage of
offenses were for fighting (45.0% of the total) with 25.0 percent of the total

being for profane or zbusive language.

TABLE 2,66 -~ DISORDERLY CONDUCT OFFENSES BY TYPE

) Number of Percent
Iype Offenses Distribution
° / Fight 1,618 45.0%
Prpfane or Abusive
Language 900 25.0%
Refuse to Assist
0 Poxice or Fire 93 2.6%
Ocﬁer 586 27.,4%
TOTAL 3,597 100.0%
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- Arrests for Disorderly Conduct Offenses

In 1976, there were 4,668 arrests for disorderly conduct offenses - an in-
crease of 8.4 percent of 1975. Of the total, 19 percent were juveniles and
81 percent were adults; 87 percent were male and 13 percent were female.

Of the 4,558 arrests for disorderly conduct offenses, 3,897 were reported
by specific type of offense as shown in Table 2.67. The distribution of
arrests by type of offense for juveniles and adults was gimilar to 1975
in that the majority of arrests of both were for disorderly conduct. . Of
the arrests of males and females, the majority of both were also for dis- S 4
orderly conduct. (A chi-square test on the male/female distributions re- ah
vealed no significant difference at the 95 percent confidence level (X

4.59, DF = 5).

TABLE 2.67 - ARRESTS FOR DISORDERLY CONDUCT :
OFFENSE KEY JUVENILES ADULTS TOTAL MALE: FEMALE ) e
DISORDERLY CONDUCT No. of Arrests|l7 08 125 me. . fhs i
Percent Across 142 86Z 1002 882 bV 2
Unlavful Assembly Percent Down 23 3z 3z ooy k1 4.18 @ E
No. of Arrests 474 2,118 ,592 2,255 . 337 N
Percent Across 18% 822 1602 872" 132 A <
| Disorderly Conduct | Perceat Down 58% B 69X 672 : 67%. 68, B
; ’ No. of Arrests[226 538 1654 585 S P9 A e
i Percent Across 342 66X 1002 28% Yoy @ SRR
Harrassment Percent Down 283 73 172 17z 16 . S
- 1 ) ) o
No. of Arrests]ll 79 PO 17 13 ) W =
Refuse to assist _ Percent Across 127 - 88z 1002 ) 862 | 14% J S ) :
Police Officer | Percent Down 1% 3% 2%y 22 3 b
Obstructing No. of Arrests|13 106 -, jue s9 20 . al
Govaernuent Percent Across 112 892 1002 ‘ 831, 12 St
Administration Percent Down 23 3z 32 ) 4 Y| o
o. of Arrests|73 234 307 276 Co3r :
Percent Across 242 76% 1002 202 « 10%
Other Percent Down 93 8% 82 82 [ NN 5
No. of Arrests|8l4 3,083 ,897 3,402 . Ja9s @ T e ol
Total Percent Across 212 792 1002 -} 872 13 8 2 Vo Lo
- Percent Dowm 1003 1002 1002 100% : 190] 2

b

"ALL OTHER" OFFENSES

o

7

"All Other" is the category of Part II offenses included as offense categary
number 26 of the F.B.I. UCR and Oregon UCR classifications. :

0f the 19,690 "ail other'" offenses in 1976, 16,915 were reported by specific uﬁff
type of offense as presented in Table 2.68. The total number of offenses in- LA
creased by 5.4 percent over 1975.

As shown, the highest percentage of "all cther" were for harrassment offenses
(32.2% of the total); tresspassing represented 23.6 percent of the total; and
threats (bomb, phone, other) represented 8.0 percent. Kidnapping and-black-. !
maill/extortion represented 1.7 percent of the total. i R

Bl




TABLE 2.68 - BREAKDOWN OF "ALL OTHER" PART II OFFENSES

BY TYPE
1976
Number of Offenses Percent
Type 1975 1976 Change Distribution
Kidnapping 234 246 + 5.1% 1.5
Trespassing 3,497 3,990 +14.1% 23.6%
Public Property (488)
Private Property (3,168)
Escape 376 371 -1.32 2.2%
GarbagefLittering 917 1,046 +14,.1% 6.22
-Obscene Materials 92 76 -17.4% 0.4%
or Display
: Threat 1,455 1,356 - 6,82 8.0%
oot Bomb (434) .
ez b Phone (332)
: s Other (590)
Harassment 4,551 5,450 +19.82 32.2%
(Vocal /Huisance)
Blackmail/Extortion 39 30 -23.1% 0.2%
Other 4,640 4,350 - 6.3% 25.7%
TOTALS 15,801 16,915 + 7.1% 100.0%
Mo, o7 Arrests for "All Other" Offenses

NS

Under the OUCR program , any criminal offense that cannot be classified into
an appropriate Part I and II category is placed in the "all other" offense
grouping aund includes a variety of offenses as shown in Table 2.69 and also
1ncludes a sub-category of other or miscallaneous offenses.

- N of fhe\?,OOG arrests for "all other" types of offenses in 1976, 5,410 were
“ reported by type of offense and-degree of charge at time of arrest.

" As shown, thz highest number of arrests of juveniles were for trespassing
and more specifically for second degree trespassing. The highest number of
= . " arrests of adults were for trespassing and the category of other types cof
? offenses. The highest number of arrests of females were for animal ordinance
violations. The majority of the arrests for offenses such as animal ordin-
W ances," littering, e¢bscene materials, and other were, in fact, not Mphysical"
arrests but misdemeanor citations.




TABLE 2.69 - ARRESTS FOR "ALL OTHER" OFFENSES.

OFFENSE

KEY

JUVENILES

ADULTS

TOTAL

HALE

‘ ALL OTHER OFFENSES

Kidnapping

1lst Degree

No. of Arrests
Percent Acroas
Perceat Down

160
21%
52%

78%
61%

76

69
91%
592

1002
592

58% .

2nd Degree

No. of Arrests
Percent Across
Percent. Down

13

27
322
422

682
282

40

36
902
31z

1002
312

%

10%
33z

Other

. No.. of Arrests
' Percent Across
Psrcent Down

11
152
69%

85%
112

13

1002
102

92%
10%

8%

9%

Total

No. of Arrests
Percent Across
Percent Down

31

98
242
1002

76%

100%]

129

nz .
91Z.
1002

100%
100%

9

Trespaasing
1st Degree

No. of Arrests
Percent Acrcss
Percent Down

114

165
412
152

59%

w6z]

279

253
911
162

1002
15%

426

9z

1002

142

2nd Degree

No. of Arresats|

Percent Across
Percent Down

385

589
40%
502

602
572

974

875
1002 902

54% 543,

99

102

532

Other

No. of Arrests
Percent Across
Percent Down

276

276
50%.
352

507
272

552

489
892
302

1002
31z

Te3

112

332

Total

Ho. of Arrests;
Percent Across
Percent Down

775

432
1002

1,030

.100%

1,805
1002

1817

1003 100

188
1 102
1002} .

Animal Ordinances

No. of Arrests
Percent Across)

24

915
3z

97%

939

537

1002 572

402

43%

Endangering Welfare of
a Minor

No. of Arrests
Percent Across

18

17
512

492

35

24
592

11

a1z

Escape

1st Degree

-Percent Down

Ro. of Arrests
Percent Acroes

15
29%
8%]

712
103

17
812

o

198

25z

2nd Degree

No. of Arrests
Percent Across
Percent Down

13

37
263
It |

742

25% |

50

49 .
98%

249

T2z

(21 K

3zd Degree

Ko. of Arrests
Percent Across
Percent Down

27

58
32%
38z

682

sozf

85

79
100X 932

392

394

382

Other

No. of Arrests
Percent Across
Perceat Dowm

26

422

36
36%]

582
25%

62

57
100X 921

282

299

. e1xh

Total

No. of Arrests
Percent Across
Percent Dowvm

72

33z
1003

146

672
100%

218

202
100%
1002}

= 93%

- 100%" -

116

W

B}

1002

Extortion/Blackmail

No. of Arrests
Percent Across

-]

22%

782

1002 100%

Offensive Littering

Pexcent Across

¥o. of Anu,ti

45

272

124

73z

169

1002

Obscene Materials

‘| No. of Arzests

Percent Across

ita

75%

Other

No. of Arrests

Percent Across

744

a5z

1,358

652

N\

2

?

4
S
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o 18
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"RUNAWAY OFFENSES

Introduction

In 1976, 10,617 runaway offenses were reported by police agencies - a de-
‘crease of 1.9 percent from 1975. Runaway offenses represented 8.1 percent
of Part II crimes and 3.8 percent of all ciime in 1976.

Month of Occurrence

The totalvpumﬁer of runaway offenses are depicted in Figure 2.42 by the month
in which they occurred during 1975 and 1976. As shown, the highest number of
offenses occurred during October with the low reported in December. (A chi-
square test performed on both annual distributions re vealed a significant

gifference between the two at the 95 percent confidence level. (X< = 31.38,

= 11). The greatest variation between expected value and actual occurred

" _in October).
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1,0007

NUMBER OF OFFENSES
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FIGURE 2.42 - RUNAWAY OFFENSES - BY MONTH

. Runaways - Day of Week

Of the 10,617ﬂrunaway offenses in 197¢; 5,433 were reported by the day of the

_week on which they were known to have been committed. Of the 5,433 offenses

with known day of week, the highest number occurred on Monday (928 offenses

o 17.1%) as shown in Figure 2.43,
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FIGURE 2.43 RUNAWAY OFFENSES
BY DAY OF WEEK
(n=5,433)

Runaways -~ Time of Day

Of the 10,617 runaway offenses in 1976, 4,975 were reported by the time of day
in which they were known to have been committed, Of the 4,975 offenses with
known time of day, the highest number occurred between 6:00 p.m. and 8:00 p.m.
Of the total, 2,947 offenses or 59.2 percent occurred during the day (6:00 a.m.
6:00 p.m.) while 2,028 offenses or 40.8 percent occurred during the night °

(6:00 p.m. - 6:00 a.m.) as shown in Figure 2,44, ) ' T
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Runaways - By Sex and Age

P’y
3

place of residency and are presented in Tables 2.70 and 2.71.
offenses reported, 3,732 (60%) were female and 2,485 (407) were male.
aways between the ages of 14 and 16 represented 73,2 percent of the teotal.

Of the 10,617 runaway offenses in 1976, 6,217 were reported by age, sex, and

Of the 6,217

TABLE 2.70 - RUNAWAY OFFENSES BY AGE AND SEX

Run-

SEX PERCENT
Age Female  Male TOTAL DISTRIBUTION
Under 10 16 26 42 0.72
10 10 24 34 0.52
11 40 41 81 1.3
12 153 102 255 4.,1%
13 483 211 694 11.2%
14 842 519 1,361 21.93
15 1,145 716 1,861 29.9%
16 759 572 1,331 21,43
17 284 274 558 9.0%
TOTAL 3,732 2,485 6,217 100.0%
PERCENT
DISTRIBUTION 60.0%  40.0% 100%

Runavay by Sex and Residency

Of the 6,217 offenses shown in Table 2.71, 4,637 or 74.6 percent ran away from
home. The number of runaways from home increased 4.5 percent over 1975 while
runawaye from other residency categories all showed decreases. The number of

female runaways increased 4.2 percent while males showed a decrease of 7.1
percent.

TABLE 2.71 - RUNAWAY OFFENSES BY SEX AND RESIDENCY

SEX CHANGE PERCENT
Residency Femalg Male TGTAL 1975-76 DISTRIBUTION
Foster Home o 309 189 498 - 3.9% 8.0%
Residential Treatment
Facility 267 198 465 ~20.9% 7.5%
Home 2,880 1,757 4,637 + 4,52 74.6%
Boys/Girls Ranca 112 215 327 -21.2% 5.3%
Other 164 126 290 - 2.4% 4.6%
TOTAL 3,732 2,485 6,217 100.0%
Change 7
1975~75 +4. 2% -7.1% -0.6%
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ASSAULTS AGAINST POLICE OFFICERS

Officer assault is described as an assault or aggressive attack upon a law,‘
enforcement officer - personal injury is not necessary.

During 1976, omne Pendleton Police Department officer was killed in the line
of duty.

The number of assaults against police officers is presented in Table 2.72
by the county im which they were reported for 1975 and 1976.

There were 576 assaults against police officers reported statewide in 1976 -
and increase of 19.0 percent over 1975. Of the 576 assaults, 45.3 percent
were reported in Lane and Multnomah Counties combined. The cities of Portland
and Eugene reported 67 percent of the assaults for these two counties in 1976
(757 4in 1975).

As shown at the bottom of Table 2.72, Portland and Eggéne combined reported
176 assaults against police officers in 1976 - an inctease of 3.5 percent

over 1975. The state total, excluding Portland and Eugene, shows 400 assaults
reported or an increase of 27.4 percent over 1975. '

TABLE 2.72 - OFFICERS ASSAULTED BY COUNTY

975 1976 1975 1976 1975 197
Baker 1 1 Harney 1 3 Morrow 0 0
Benton N 33 Hood River 0 0 Multnomah 120 136
Clackamas 19 24 Jackson 18 19 Polk o 1
Clatsop 20 11 Jefferson 1 0 Sherman 0 0
Columbia 3 "5  Josephine 9 3 . Tillamook 1 3
Coos 20 14 Klamath 9 8 Umatilla 36 45
Crook 2 4 Lake 0 2 Union 16 12
Curry 1 1 Lamne 107 125 Wasco 0 0
Deschutes 2 3  Lincoln 3 7 Wallowa 0 0
Douglas 22 20 Linn 13 28 Washingﬁon 11 3

Gilliam 2 0 Malheur 2 0 Wheeler 0 0

- |

Grant 2 1 Marion 28 53 Yamhill . 5 1

STATE TOTAL 484 576

Cities of Pottlaﬁd and Eugene Combined 170 176

REMAINDER OF THE: STATE ~ - 314 400

o




.The number of assaults reported against poltce officers 1s presented in Table

2.73 by type of injury and law enforcement ézency. As shown, the total number

of assaults without injury to the officer in 1976 increased 31.2 percent over .

1975 while the number of assaults with injury increassed by 5.6 percent.

The number of assaults with injury increased 17.8 percent in 1976 for the com-
bined cities of Portland and Eugene. However, the number of assaults with
injury for the remainder of the state decreased 3.5 percent from 1975. The
number of assaults without injury decreased again for the second straight

year for the two cities combined while the remainder of the state showed
another, and substantial increase.

TABLE 2,73 - ASSAULTS AGAINST OFFICERS BY TYPE OF
DEPARTMENT AND TYPE OF INJURY

With Injury Without Injury Total
1975 1976 Change | 1275 1876 Change {| 1975 1976 Change

Sheriffs 25 35  +40.0%Z 15 46 +2077 40 81 +103%
Municipal '
Police 217 219 + 0.9%| 211 252 +19.4% 428 471 + 10.0%
State ' |
Police 7 5. +28.5% 8 9 +12,5% 15 18 + 20.0%

TOTAL 249 263 + 5.6%Z) 234 307 431.2% 483 570 + 18.0%
Cities of

Portland and
Eugene com~
bined 107 126  +17.8% 63 50 +20.6% 170 176 + 3.5%

Remainder of
State 142 137 -~ 3.5%] 171 257 +50.37% 313 394 + 25.9%

The number of assaults against police officers is presented in Figure 2.45
by the month in which they were reported in 1975 and 1976. Of the total in
1976, 43.5 percent ware reported during the first six months; 56.6 percent

~ in the last six months. The first six months of 1976 showed a 14 percent
“increase over the first six months of 1975 while the last six months of 1976
showed a 21 percent increase over the same period of 1975.
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FIGURE 2,45 - ASSAULTS AGAINST POLICE OFFICERS
BY MONTH

The total number of assaults against police officers in 1976 is presented by -
type of assigmment, type of activity, and weapon used in Table 2.74. -Of the
568 reported assaults, 121 (21.3%) were of officers in a two-man vehicle, .

358 (63,0%) in a one-man vehicle either alone or assisted, 12 (2.1%) were
against detectives, and 77 (13.67%) were involved in other types of assign-
ments.

5

TABLE 2.74 - OFFICER ASSAULTS BY TYPE OF WEAPON
AND ASSTGNMENT

TYPE OF WEAPON - - TYPE QF ASSIGNMENT

Knife OME-MAN DETECTIVE OR
or VEHICLE SPECIAL ASSIGN. OTHER 2
Total Other =3-Dther | Hanis, - .
Assaulls Cutting—"y Danger-" | Fists, Tno 1 Police
By Instru=- ous Feel, Wan . B Assautts
Weapon | Firearm ment Weapon, elc. Vemcle |- Atone | Assisted | Alone | Assisted | Alone | Assisted | Cleafed S
TYPE OF ACTIVITY (Y] (8). © ()] 1{3] [{2] G} (H} (] n (L) L) I (M)
. R ding to “dis * goll o ) ) : ’ 7 .
" Fmiy Goarrely monwimanerc) 165 | 12| 9| 11]133] a1 27| es | 3] 50 46
e R , sl o e | L] e
3. Robberies in progress of pursuing ' . X
robbery suspects - 2 1 1 1 1 1.
4. Arempiing other arress 129 | 3| 3| s|1s| 23] 26) 61| 2| 2 3|12 |12
§. Civil disueder (Riof, mass. . ‘ o . N
disobedience) ) 20. : 5{ ‘15 9 4 6 . 141315
6. Hondling, transporting, custody X i X S ; . . 1 L
- of prisoners 80 : 2 41- 363 18% 11y 18). 1! 6126 1 74
7.0 g suspicious p : I o - RN T Lo
or circumatances : 34 1 21 1 30 5 -5 224 1 1 ) L '31 .
8, Ambush—Nd warning 6 t'* 1 1 1 & | 1 b : . 7 173 ‘
“ ‘ ‘ 9 Mantally deranged : 10 . ) 10 : 6 3 - o . 7 A‘ \1 S 9 U o
10, Teatfic pursvits ond stops E 74 1 coe v 6 _ 67 B 312 25¢( 341" A‘ e s g B 3 . 66 : { y SR
11. Al othoe o 43 1.1 2 4|. 36} 5| 11{ 11} 1|, 3l 2 10 f537>‘~‘,‘ L ot
g‘{' L 2. Total (1415 . 1568 23| 18] 37)490F 121116 242} 4 | - 8{ 15 62:]151C
13. Number with personal injury . ‘262 71 8 l9 228 " ‘ ; B :" L P
‘ 14 'i@umbcrwiv};cmp«aqnolvhiury g 3,_05\, 15 : vlo 18 262 o o P ‘ . E N i A 1 o
D w0372 22 5[ AT 18 s o e '
15, Time of apsoulis . e 10 [T 14 261 571491181

21200V 2007 400 - 600" - 8:00 - 10:00 v

e
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Of the 568 reported assauits, 490 (86.3%) were committed using hands, fists,
and/or feet and the remaining 78 (13.7%) were committed using a dangerous
weapon (}firearm, knife, other).

As illustrated in Figure 2,46, the highest number of assaults (165 assaults
ot 29% of the total) iavelved officers responding to a disturbance while

attempting other arrests second at 129 (23% of the total). The number of
assaults increased for six of the 11 assignment categories in 1976 with the
highest increase (#85%) being for responding to disturbances.
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FIGURE 2,46 ASSAULTS AGAINST OFFICERS
BY ASSIGNMENT

The number of assaults against officers by the time of day they were re-
ported are depicted in Figure2.47. The pattern is somewhat similar to
that in 1975 ekcept for a large percentage increase in the number occurring
between 10:00 p:m. and midnight, Approximately 85 percent were committed
between 6:00 p.m. and 6:00 a.m. with the highest number (32% of the total)
occurring between 10:00 p.m. and midnight. Approximately 63 percent of.

“the assaults occurred between 10:00 p.m. and 4:00 a,m. In 1975, 51 percent
'~.occurred during this six hour pericd. o

L
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OREGON COMPARED TOiNEIGHBORING,STAiES

- Index Crime rate and property crime rate in 1976.

~ in Figures 2.48, 2,49, and 2,50,

. for the pericd 1974-1976.

“percent. Oregon and Washington's
0.3 percent and 3.6 percent respectively for the period 1974-1976.

A comparison of populetion and Index Crime rates (offenses per 100,000
population) in 1975 and 1976 for Oregon, California, Washington, Idaho and
Nevada is presented in Table 2.75.

Among the five states, Nevada had the highest increase in population in 1976
{+5.3% over 1975) with California showing the highest population density
(135.6 persoris per square miie). Oregon showed the largest decrease in
Nevada was the only

state to Phow decreases in all three categories while Idaho's Index Crime

. rate rose 2. / percent.

The Index Crime rates for the five states for the period 1973-1976 are depicted
As illustrated in Figure 2,48, the total
Index Crime rate for Oregon, Washington and Nevada showed decreases for the
first time in many years while the rates for California and Idaho continued

“to increase. During the period 1974-1976, Washington was the only state to

show a net decrease in Index Crime rate (-2.5%7) while the highest net increase
of +5.1 percent was shown for California. 1Idaho ranked second with a net in-
crease of 4.6 percent for the period 1Y74-1976; Nevada third at +2.7 percent;
and Oregon's Iadex Crime rate for the period showed a mnet increase of 1.1
percent.

‘As‘sﬁown in Figure 2.49, Ofegon's violent crime rate continued to increase in

1976 and showed the second highest net increase for the period 1974-1976
 (+23.4%); Idaho's net increase of 24.0 percent being the highest. Washiugton s
violent crime rate increased 23.4 percent from 1974 to 1976 while California’s
rate showed a net increase of 9.2 percent. Nevada was the only state to show

~a net decrease (-2.2% from 1974 to 1976) in violent crime rate.

From Figure,Z,SO,.Idaho-was the only state of the five that showed an increase
in the property crime rate in 1976, and shovied a net increase of 3.7 percent
California's property crime rate showed the highest
net increase of 4.7 percent for the period while Nevada's rate increased 3.2
property crime rates showed net decreases of



TABLE 2.75 - INDEX CRIME RATES (1975-1976)

OREGON AND NEIGHBORING STATES

e

STATE

YEAR

POPULATION

(sq. mi)

- DENSITY |
| (FPersons’

pPer sq.

- mile)

* INDEX
CRIME

RATE

VIGLENT
. CRIME
RATE

 CRIME

PROPERTY | .

. RATE

OREGON

1975

2,299,000

1976

2,341,750

Change

CALIFORNIA

+1.97

97,073

23.7

6,632

435"

R

24‘1

6,315 v

453,

A EEAN B

+1.7%

4.8%

_f "5‘- 42

[i

1975

21,185,000

1976

21,520,000

hChan e

+1.6%

158,693

+4,1%
653 .

v
S
g .7

- 133.5

135.6

7,188
7,185 - |

667

s g
1s,528 | .

+1.6%

+0.1%

WASHINGTON

1975

3,544,000

1976

- 3,571,591

JChange

+0.87%

68,192

52.0

6,141

391

52.4

5,860 -

-~ 393

R RN e
L }5,467 c f

42,17 -
e ;5&7595

-4' . 6%'

i

IDAHO

1975

820,000

1976

831,000

Chaqge

+1.3%Z

83,557

9.8

4,156

204

+0.5% .

: _4 '9% z-‘rly\*- B .

3;952  {”?.;

9.9

4,270 °

227 .

+1.0% -

+2.7%

H11.37%

‘4§304§<fﬁx

f 4282 4

NEVADA

1975

592,000

1976

623,224

JChange

+5.3%

110,540

5.4

8,153

679

. e

5-'67

8,041 " |

6§7n },

+3.7%

_1-4z

1,87 o] =14

*
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SECTION 3
OFFENSE DATA
BY :
ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICT, COUNTY AND SMSA

INTRODUCTION

Oregon is divided into fourteen administrative districts for the purposes of S
providing a system for state agencies to use for programs requiring areawide : o
planning and administration and for providing the Governor with an adminis- '
trative tool for planning and evaluating the use of state and federal resources.

This presentation of crime statistics by districts 1s 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 BT
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,districtg
in Oregon. ' '

>3

For the purposes of 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 rsceives
most of Oregon's annual rainfall. In contrast, Eastern Oregon is sparcely
populated with a much drier climate and colder winter temperatures. Its
topography consists of timberland and agricuitiral areas, but also includes
high desert and arid land.
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TABLE 3.1 - FACTS ABOUT OREGON'S ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICTS *

AREA DENSITY '
~IN (persons INDEX
*0Oregon Blue Book, 1977-1978 TOTAL SQUARE per square | CRIME
District Counties Principal Industry POPULATION MILES mile) RATE
Fishing, lumber, agri- )
1 Clatsop, Tillamook culture, recreation 48,100 2,060 23.3 4,979
Clackamas, Columpla, khgriculture, lumber, ind
2 Multnomah, Washington dustry, warehousing 987,200 3,756 262.8 7,535
Agriculture, govern-
3 Marion, Polk, Yamhill ment, manufacturing 260,400 2,629 99.0 5,819
Agriculture, lumber,
4 Benton, Lincoln, Linn fishing, recreation 177,100 3,983 44,5 5,418
Lumber, agriculture, J A
5 Lane education, recreation 246,000 4,610 53.4 6,597
Lumber, mining, agri- v :
6 Douglas culture, fishing 81,600 | 5,089 16.0 4,867
Lumber, manufacturing , S
7 Coos, Curry agriculture, fishing 74,500 3,256 22.9 5,204
Lumber, agriculture, T
8 Jackson, Josephine Manufacturing 160,000 4,446 36.0 5,857
N Agriculture, livestock,| . o .
o Hood River, Sherman, Wasco|fyo4 processing 36,940 | 3,762 9.8 4,028
|Forest products, agri- :
10 Crook Deschutas, Jeffersog culture, livestock 63,650 7,837 8.1 4,406
Livestock, mining, lum-| ' ' ‘
11 Klamath, Lake ber, argriculture 62,120 | 14,491 4.3
12 Gilliam, Grant, Morrow, Livestock, manufactur— - E ‘
Umatiila, Wheeler ing, agriculture, 67,010 12,764 5.2
1 Baker, Union, Mining, agriculture, ‘ B
3 Wallowa lumber, livestock 45,030 | 8,300 | 5.4
‘ Agriculture, livestock,] R
14 Harney, Malheur_ jmanufacturing, lumber 32,100 | 20,110 1.6 .
Western Oregon (Districts 1 through 8) 2,034,900 g29;829 ‘ -68.2~‘
Eastern Oregon (Districts 9 through 14) 306,850 67,264 3 bo6
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- INDEX CRIME

P

£~

Index Crime rates (offenses per 100,000 population) are presented in
Table 3,2, for each of Oregon's 14 administrative districts for 1975
and 1976.

District 2 reported the highESt Index Srime rate in 1976. District 2
also reported the highest individual rates in 1976 for forcible rape,

' robbery, burglary, and motor vehicle theft. As was the case for the

other administrative districts, with the exception of Districts 7 and 13,
the Index Crime rate and property crime rate showed a decrease in District
2 from 1975. The Index Crime rate showed a decrease throughout the dis-
tricts in Western Oregon of 4.8 percent while Eastern Oregon's rate de-
creased by 5.3 percent.

From Table 3.3, the most noted change in individual rate was in the

“bizrglary rate (-10.1% in Western Oregon and -15.6% in Eastern Oregon).

The highest decrease in the burglary rate was in District 9 (-27% from
1975) and District 10 (-27% from 1975).

The~highest increases in 1976 were in the forcible rape data in District

13 (+122%; 4 offenses in 1975; 9 offenses in 1976) and in the robbery rate
in District 14 (+240%; 3 offenses in 1975, 11 offenses in 1976). Districts
1, 5, 8, 9, 11, and 14 showed decreases in 1976 for total Index Crime rate
and violent and property c¢rime rates.

Increases or decreases in crime rates are not necessarily indicative of
increases or decreases in the actual number of offenses but, rather, may
have been contributed to by an increase or decrease in agency reporting.
Reference should be made to Section 4 of this report and the previous

report entitled, ANALYSIS OF CRIMINAL OFFENSES AND ARRESTS, JANUARY-DECEMBER

1975, regarding the number of months of reporting from individual agencies
in attempting to interpret the change in 1975-1976 crime rates.
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TABLE 3.2 - INDEX CRIME RATES (PER'lO0,000 Population) BY ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICT

PR R et

Total 1§ _ _ Motc_‘)"r; |
Index Violent | Property Forciblg Aggravated v ' ] Vehicle |~
Crime Crime Crime | Murder Rape Robbery Assault Burglary| Larceny | Theft - |
DISTRICT Population Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate - Rate Rate
1976 48,100 4,979 276 4,703 4 17 '37 218 1,310 | 3,146 | 247
f1 1975 47,850 5,657 326 5,331 4 25 25 272 15695 | 3,296 341
1976 987,200 7,535 643 6,892 5 48 248 342 2,171 | 4,165 556
2 1975 973,500 7,858 610 7,248 7 48 238 317 2,380 | 4,203 | 665
~ 1976 260,400 5,819 304 5,515 3 34 55 212 1,403 | 3,804 308
3 1975 252,400 5,833 235 5,600 3 19 50 162 1,598 1 3,676 327
_ 1976 177,100 5,418 314 5,104 1 24 38 251 1,322 | 3,488 | 294
4 1975 172,450 5,723 302 5,421 2 17 48 234 1,352 | 3,773 297
1976 246,000 6,597 341 6,256 4 35 69 233 1,630 | 4,285 341
5 1975 241,800 7,290 360 6,930 3 29 70 258 2,033 | 4,492 405
_ 1976 81,600 4,867 443 4,424 '5 i 47 363 1,162 | 3,021 241
6 1975 80,400 5,274 410 4,864 4 30 41 336 1,305 | 3,312 246
- 1976 74,500 5,204 | 289 - 4,915 3 24 31 231 1,366 | 3,166 383
7 1975 73,800 4,033 301 4,732 5 22 66 207 _1,408 | 2,988 366
1976 | 160,000 5,857 321 5,536 4 19 | 56 242 1,551 | 3,701 | 284
8 1975 |} 156,300 6,357 382 5,975 4 29 48 301 1,624 | 4,080 | 271
I 1976 | 36,940 4,028 192 3,836 0 24 35 133 950 | 2,629 257 ]
9 1975 36,720 4,894 229 4,665 5 16 38 169 | 1,307 | 3,105 253 -}
1976 63,650 4,406 294 4,112 2 5 28 259 938 | 2,877 297
110 1975 61,790 4,659 247 4,412 2 10 36 201 1,285 | 2,858 | 269
1976 62,120 4,149 275 3,874 11 18 48 198 1,157 2,500 | 217
N1l 1975 60,960 4,523 325 4,198 10 8 69 228 1,260 | 2,613. | 325 |
. 1976 67,010 | 4,440 382 4,058 3 24 33 322 1,043 | 2,770 | 245}
12 1975, 64,900 4,585 325 4,260 5 12 39 270 1,169 | 2,823 268- |
1 1976 45,030 3,815 273 3,542 9 20 20 224 688 | 2,645 | 209
13 1975 44,580 3,569 186 3,383 9 9 8 150 747 | 2,467 168
1976 32,100 | 4,324 | 177 4,147 3 12 34 128 798 | 3,150 | 199"
- 1975 _31.550 1 4.43] _219 4,212 13 .10 10 187 859 1 3,173 | 181
|Western -1976}2,034,900 6,632 479 6,153 4 38 147 290" 1,794 | 3,931 | 428 |
| Orep(1-8)1975 11,998,500 6,971 462 | ' 6,509 5 35 145 278 | 1,996 | 4,022 | 491 -} -
- [Eestern 1976| 306,850 | 4,221 282 3,939 5 17 34 226 956 f 2,742 | 241
- Joreg(9-14)1975} 300,500 § 4,459 266 4,193 7 13 38 208 1,133 | 2,806, | 254 -




TABLE 3.3 - RANKINGS OF ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICTS BY
PERCENT CHANGE IN INDEX CRIME RATES (1975-1976)

01T

MOTOR VEHICLE

MURDER. FORCIBLE RAPE ROBBERY AG. ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY . THEFT
Percent Percent Percent T FPercent Percent Percent, ‘ Percent.
Change Change Change Change Change Change; Change ) ' -
RANK District = 1975~1976 | District 1975-1976 | District 1975~1976 | District 1975-1976 | District 1975-1976 | District 1975—L‘976 District 1975-376,"
1 9 -100 10 ~50 7 ~53 14 -32 9 -27 9 -1;’; 11 ~33
2 14 -77 8 -34 11 -30 9 -21 10 -27 6 -9 1 -28
3 4 -50 1 -32 10 -22 1 =20 1 -23 8 9 2 -16
4 7 -40 6 -7 4 -21 8 -20 5 -20 4 i—e 5 -l6g
5 12 -40 2 0 12 ~15 11 -13 3 ~12 13 :-7 12 -9
6 2 -29 11 0 9 -8 5 -10 6 ~11 1 -5 3 -6
7 1 0 7 +9 5 -1 4 +7 12 -11 5 - 6 -2
8 3 0 14 +20 2 +h 2 +8 2 -9 11 i’ -4 4 -1
9 8 0 5 +21 3 +10 6 +8 11 -8 12 -2 9 +2
10 10 0 4 +41 13 +11 7 +12 13 -8 2 ‘,‘-1 7 +5
11 13 0 9 +50 6 +15 12 +19 14 -7 10 - 8 +5
12 1 +10 3 +79 8 +17 10 +29 8 * -4 14 £ ‘10 w0 Y
13 6 +25 12 +100 1 +ig 3 431 7 -3 3 4 % 40
14 5 +33 13 +122 14 +240 13 +49 4 -2 13 +24
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PART II OFFENSES

The crime rate (offenses per 100,000 population) for Part II offenses are g
presented in Table 3.5 by administrative districts for 1975 and 1976. )
The highest rate in each offense category has been circled for ease of :

recognition. Interesting highlights from the table are: o %

. the rate for other (or simple) assaults contined to be almost ,
three times highest in Western Oregon than Fastern Oregon; i

. the vandalism rate continued to be one and a half times higher
in Western Oregon; «

. the rate for runaway juveniles in Western Oregon continued to be
twice that of Eastern Oregon;

. the rate for drug abuse increased in Eastern Oregon by 22 percent
while the rate for Western Oregon increased by only six percent.

. the DUII rate in Eastern Oregon continued to increase (+10.5%
over 1975) and was almost twice the rate for Western Oregon.

A summary of the highest rates shown in Table 3.5 is presented in Table
3.4. As shown, the highest rates for other assaults, arson, embezzle-
ment, prostitution, and sex offenses were shown for District 2. The high-
est rates for arson and runaways were in District 7. The highest rates
for forgery/counterfeiting and fraud were in District 8 and the highest
rate for drug and liquor violations were in District 12,

TABLE 3.4 - SUMMARY OF HIGHEST PART II CRIME
RATES BY DISTRICT

District 2
Other assaults
Arson
Embezzlement
Prostitution
Other Sex Offenses e

District 7
Arson
Juvenile runaways

District 8
Forgery/counterfeiting
Fraud

District 12
Drug abuse
DUII
Liquor laws




TABLE 3.5 - PART II CRIME RATES ( PER 100,000 Population) BY ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICIS

Ity

‘*Does not include Eueene or Soringfield P. D.

FORGERY \ OTHER
| OTHER COUNTER- EMBEZZLE+ STOLEN PROSTITU-| SEX
DISTRICT POPULATION}! ASSAULTS ARSON FEITING FRAUD MENT PROPERTY | VANDALISM WEAPQNS TION OFFENSES
1976 48,100 131 33 60 364 0 6 (1,761} 31 0 50 |
1 1975 47,850 146 59 67 268 2 23 1,559 67 6 52 .} -
1976 { 987,200 24 Te7] 97 218 BN} 75 1,600 82 156] ki |
2 1975 § 973,000 410 52 81 198 10 11 1,594 66 5L - 156
1976 | 260,400 222 55 58 267 1 30 1,756 58 1 126
3 1975 § 252,400 199 48 49 239 1 16 1,574 52 1 90
1976 | 177,100 177 37 69 269 1 21 1,158 58 2 82
4 1975} 172,450 172 26 69 230 1 8 1,121 58 0 96
1976 | 246,000 203 31 30 772 i) 1 ~B1I7 16 0 75
5 % 1975 § 241,800 230 24 15 48 0 2 660 12 0 31
1976 81, 600 195 9 53 %52 7 17 1,362 7% T g0
6 1975 80, 400 183 36 86 354 0 4 1,553 60 1 63
1976 74,500 168 (62} 102 514 4 24 1,362 46 0 78
7 1975 73,800 171 69 87 370 0 20 1,199 58 1 91
1976 | 160,000 224 57 Gy | B 9 15 1,738 71 1 131
8 1975} 156,300 164 65 84 811 10 19 1,656 66 1 132
~ 1976 36,940 46 32 60 154 3 8 677 35 0 L3
9 1975 36,720 60 41 84 114 3 3 773 54 0 38
1976 63,650 53 27 79 235 2 11 721 33 0 57
10 1975 61,790 53 31 61 178 3 5 642 16 0 60
1976 | 62,120 211 34 56 179 0 3 316 29 0 13
11 1975 60,960 215 89 43 136 2 7 848 20 2 56
‘ 1976 67,010 118 64 107 470 6 15 1,246 118 0 78
12 1975 64,900 114 40 120 382 0 20 1,097 91 0 46
1976 45,030 113 49 131 640 0. 11 1,230 89 0 38
13 1975 44,580 123 58 54 529 0 4 1,045 96 4 58 .
' 1976 32,100 90 &7 69 340 0 GoJ 1,477 65 U 05~
14 1975 31,550 63 44 105 336 10 51 1,347 35 0 98
{Western  1976) 2,034,900 308 | 56 87 786 3 70 1,450 55 ) SN T
foreg.(1-8)1975 1,998,500 298 47 68 250 6 11 1,425 56 25 117}
Eastern 1976] 306,850 111 42 85 333 2 13 902 63 0 53
Oreg(9-14)1975 300,500 111 51 77 275 2 13 932 52 1 57




TABLE 3.5 - PART II CRIME RATES ( PER 100,000 POPULATION) BY ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICIS

OPIUM,
. DRUG | COCAINE, OTHER e
: ABUSE & DERIVA- EYNTHETIC [DANGEROUS FAMILY LIQUOR .. f =
DISTRICT POPULATION TOTAL TIVES |[MARIJUANA| DRUGS DRUGS {GAMBLING { OFFENSES DUII LAWS RUNAWAY* | .
| 763 4 730 0 29 0 35 1,661 653 | 1,088 -} -
1 757 10 711 0 36 4 27 1,716 | 612 | ‘1,420 .} .
2645 | 168 5 33 4 29 674 203 2,088 .| .
2 200 25 130 5 40" 5 31 598 199 1,816 f -
T 353 14 282 5 53 2 31 894 270 1,623
i3 428 16 308 3 101 1 69 885 239 1,600 -
564 18 496 3 47 1 46 921 324 1,620 |
4 598 37 489 3 68 3 39 791 300 | .1,588 }
. 165 1 151 0 13 2 16 1,073 67 166} .
ELL 221 27 148 16 30 0 16 511 59 | 504 % -
G 778 11 690 1 76 6 26 ~ 1,512 T346 | 512
6 643 19 534 2 88 6 30 1,388 330 409
T 533 15 467 5 46 0 35 1,472 540 | [2,202] |
7 467 7 413 0 47 7 19 1,168 593 1,853}
1 - 901 26 778 3 94 3 29 "~ 1,354 | 219 1,816 |
8 ' 754 61 583 15 95 2 25 1,262 |- 309 1,600 |
N ’ 376 5 328 5 38 0 5 1,941 76 275
i 9 408 3 381 3 21 0 5 1,460 84 463
I 633 9 578 2 44 3] 4k 1,521 174 | 1,340
- j 10 604 18 539 2 45 0 24 1,274 134 1,001 :
| 451 18 373 6 53 2 8 1,447 34 90 :
11 225 3 202 5 15 2 15 1,214 123 347 | -
i i, 082 3 lo22] KN 137 6 70 2,012 768 1,354 ,
112 841 8 743 3 87 0 60 | 1,934 661 852 ]
o 788 9 704 4 71 7 1= 926 | 324 1,153 | -
§13 646 7 576 9 54 2 25 1,117 233 945 ) ..
B RS 121 0 118 0 3 6 47 1,383 268 592 | -
T 5 T 219 0 203 0 16 0 48 1,369 228 - 632 | -
- 372 19 302 4 41 3 29 912 236 | 1,641 |
A 350 27 1262 6 55 4 34 772 234 | 1,519 fe
T 633 10 552 5 65 6 42 1,562 295 1 852 |“
520 7 466 4 43 1 30 1,414 264 721 :

: ‘Baged on juvenile po ulation estimate
**Does not Include Egggne or Springfield P. D.



COUNTY CRIME RATES

The 36 counties in Oregon afe presented in Table 3.6 and ranked in order
by their respective Index Crime.rate, violent crime rate, and property
crime rate. - '

As shown, four counties (Multnomah, Marion, Lane, and Jackson) were above

‘the State Index Crime rate while three counties (Multnomah, Jefferson, and

Umatilla) were above the State violent crime rate. Five counties (Multnomah,
Marion, Lane, Jackson, and Lincoln) were above the State property crime rate.

In Table 3.7 the five counties with the highest individual Index Crime rates
are ranked In descending order including the rates for two of the Part II
offenses - fraud and vandalism. As shown, the highest rates for every
offense, except murder, were calculated for Multnomah County. The highest
murder rate was for.Baker County and was aimost five times higher than the
State rate. The highest robbery rate, by far, was for Multnomah County -
approximately three times higher than the State rate and almost six times
higher than the second highest rate (Marion County).

Baker County, which showed the highest murder rate, also had the highest
fraud rate in 1976 - over three and one half times higher than the State

- rate. The highest vandalism rate is shown for Marion County - one and one
half times higher than the State tate.




;
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TABLE 3.6 - RANKING OF CNTIES BY CRIME RATES

115

1976 7 |
Index Crime _ | ' Violent CrimJ 2::5:“? o : :'
Rank County Rate Population County " Rate County Rate . A R
1 | Multnomah 9,762 553,000 | Multnomah 90  Multnomah 8,822 |
2 Marion 6,993 173,300 Jefferson 626 Marion 6,657 . |
3 Lane 6,597 246,000 Umatilla 464 Lane 6,256 - =
(State) (453) .
4 Jackson 6,376 113,000 Douglas 443 Jackson 6,018
(State) (6,315) ) :
5 Lincoln 6,256 28,100 Linn 432 Lincoln 5, 87i .
(State) (5,862)
6 | Limn 5,782 83,400 | Union 402 .Limn ‘ \5,550 |
7 Clatsop 5,617 29 .500 Harney 386 Clats;p [ ~5,319.
8 Coos 5,391 60,200 Linceln 385 Coés ‘ ‘ 5.0967
9 Jefferson 5,212 9,900 Jackson 358 jClackamasf 1;.775" .
10 | Umatf1la 5,058 50,000 | Lane 341 | wasco 4,724
11 | clackamas 5,037 205,800 | Mariom 396 | Umstilla 4,504 -
12 | wasco 4,965 20,300 | Columbia 308 Jefferson 4,586
13 Douglas 4,867 81,600 Clatsop 298 "Benton 6 ,46ﬁ2‘
14 | Union 4,784 22,200 | Coos 245 Douglas 4,424
15 Deschutes 4,644 41,800 Klamath 281 Deschutes 4.40’) ) ‘ »
16 Josephine 4,605 47,000 Polk 268 Union 4,383 ‘ ' s
17 | Benten 4,595 65,600 | Curry 266 Josephine 4,376
18 | Klamath 4,472 55,500 | Washington 263 Malhuer 4,358
19 | M¥alheur 4,472 24,600 | Clackamas 262 Klamath 4,191
20 Washington 4,438 ’196 ,000 Tillamook 242 Washington 4,175 o
21 Curry 4,420 14,300 Wasco 241 Curry 4,154
22 | columbia 4,113 32,400 | Deschutes 237 Columbia 3,805
23 | Tillamook 3,968 18,600 | Josephine 229 Sherman 3,745 »
26 | Sherman 3,882 2,190 | Lake 226 Tillamook 3,726 L :
25 | Harney 3,839 7,500 | Crook 218 Yashill 3,525
26 | Yamhill 3,740 © 45,700 Yamhill ‘215' ' Harmey 3,453
27 | Baker 3,486 15,950 | Gramt 188 | Gilliam - 3,364
28 | Gilliam 3,409 2,200 Baker 157 Baker . 3,328 o |
29 | Polk 3,201 41,400 Morrow ' 15_0‘ CRelk 2,933 L
30 | crook 2,904 11,950 | Sherman 137 | crook 2,686 - -
31| Hood River 2,735 14,450 | Benton 133 |ood River 2,603 |
32 | Morrow 2,710 5,350 | Hood River 132 Morrow 2,560 .
33 | Grent. 2,449 7,430 | Wallows: 61 feraae Cze
34 "Wheeler 2,168 2“',‘03‘0: 1 ‘Ha'llygeur | 114 1 Hhcclet ; 2,119 R
'35 | Wallowa 1,45 | 6,880 |- wheeler 49 wallewaico,323 o
36 | Lake 1,45 | e [cilitan . 45 | neke o da2s Do



28, /o
?; TABLE 3.7 - CRIME RATES BY COUNTY RANKING OF FIVE HIGHEST o -
FORCIBLE o AGGRAVATED
MURDER , RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT
‘RANK COUNTY RATE COUNTY RATE ' CQUNTY RATE COUNTY RATE
1 Baker 19 Multnomah 73 Multnomah 405 | Jefferson 586
2 Lake 15 Marion 46 Marion 70 Multnomzh - 454
3 Grant 13 - Gilliam 45 Lane 69 Umatilla 392
4 Harney 13 Wasco 39 Jackson 59 Douglas 363
5 Klamath 11 Lane 35 Hasco 59 Linn ) 351
(STATE) (4) (35) (132) o (281)
BURGLARY LARCENY MOTOR VEHICLE
RANK COUNTY RATE COUNTY RATE COUNTY . THEFT RATE
1 Multnomah 2,786 \ Multnomah 5,305 Multnomah - 731
2 Lincoln 1,822 Marion 4,593 Lincoln |, 423
3 Gilliam 1,682 Lane | 4,285 Coos 415
4 Marion 1,680 Jackson 4,037 Marion 384
5 Jackson 1,673 Lincoln , 3,626 Clackamas 371
(STATE) (1,684) (3,775) . (403)
RANK COUNTY FRAUD RATE COUNTYi VANDALISM RATE
1 Baker 1,047 Marion 2,077
2 Josephine 957 ; Jackson 2,064
'3 Jackson 843 ‘ ' ' Clatsop 2,027
4 Curxry 762 ; Multnomah 1,707
5 Lincoln 616 ' . Malheur 1,606

o (STATE) o - (292) | (1,3.86) i

Sy e







STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL 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 recognized
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. 1In additiom to
the county or counties containing such a city or cities; contiguous counties
are included in the SMSA 1f, 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 there~
fore 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 concentrstion 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 3.2. For purposes of this report, Portland
SMSA does not include Clark County, Washington.

The total population living in the three SMSAs combined was 1,415,500 in 1976
or 60.4 percent of the state total. This is approximately 1.8 percent higher
than in 1975.

There were a total of 102,718 Index Crimes reported in 1976 within the three
SMSAs representing 69.5 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 o
and Washington Counties with the core city being Portland.

The estimated population for the Portland SMSA in 1976 was 954,800 or 41 ' v
percent of the state total. There were 73,045 Index offenses in 1976 , ’ :
which represent 49.4 percent of the state total. The number of Index = . % . "4
offenses, arrests, and clearances for the Portland SMSA in 19276 and 1975 o
are presented in Table 3.8, including calculated rates per 100,000 popula-
tiom. ' '

The fotal Index crime rate in 1976 was 7,650 offenses per 100,000 - a
decrease of 4.5 percent from 1975. The violent crime rate increased by 5.0
percent (from 623 to 654). The property crime rate decreased by 5.2 per-
cent from 1975. The highest increase in 1976 was in the aggravated assault
rate (+6.8%) while the largest decrease was shown in the motor vehicle
theft rate (-16.6%).

The number of people arrested by police agencies within the Portland SMSA
increased for the crimes of rape, robbery, assault, and larceny while

arrests for the other offenses decreased. The arrest rate (number of arrests
per 100,000 population) decreased slightly for total Index crimes in 1976
while the arrest rate for violent crime increased 13.6 percent. The pattern
of change in arrest rates seemed to parallel the change in the offenses rates
except for larceny. The number of larceny offenses per 100,000 population
showed a decrease of 1.3 percent in 1976 while the arrest rate showed an
increase of 4.2 percent.

Of the totw 73,045 Index offenses in 1976, 12,191 or 16.7 percent were
cleared - no notable increase in the clearance rate over 1975. Of the violent
offenses, 40.2 percent were cleared and 14.5 percent of the property offenses
were cleared - both clearance rates were slightly higher than in 1975. Worth
noting is the increase in the clearance rate for forcible raper (from 40.5%
in 1975 to 46.3% in 1976) while the clearance rate for burglary showed a
decrease (from 14.2% in 1975 to 11.2% in 1976).



TABLE 3.8 - INDEX OFFENSES, ARRESTS, AND CLEARANCES
1975 and 1976

PORTLAND SMSA -
S
NUMBER RATE PER NUMBER  RATE PER NUMBER PERCENT OF
OF 100,000 PERCENT | OF 100,000 PERCENT | OF OFFENSES
TYPE OF OFFENSE  YEAR SFFENSES  POPULATION  CHANGE ARRESTS POPULATION CHANGE | CLEARANCES  CLEARED
MURDER 1976 48 5 -28.6% 49 5 -16.7% 39 81.3%
1975 69 7 ' 52 6 57 82.6%
FORCIBLE 1976 473 50 +2.,0% 134 14 +16.7% 219 46.3%
RAPE 1975 459 49 110 12 186 40.5%
ROBBERY 1976 | . 2,444 256 +4, 5% 587 61 +15.1% 621 25.4%
1975 2,312 245 501 53 589 25.5%
AGGRAVATED 1976 3,284 344 +6.8% 988 103 +13.2% | 1,632 49.7%
ASSAULT 1975 3,028 322 855 91 1,455 48.1%
VIOLENT 1976 6,249 654 +5.0% | 1,758 184 +13.6% | 2,511 40.2%
CRIME 1975 5,868 623 1,518 162 2,287 39.0%
BURGLARY 1976 21,136 2,214 -9.0% | 2,037 213 -17.4% | 2,366 11.2%
1975 22,910 2,433 2,432 258 | 3,249 14.2%
_ LARCENY 1976 40,248 4,215 -1.3%2 | 7,174 751 +4.2% | 6,597 16.4%
1975 40,219 4,271 6,791 721 5,808 14.4%
MOTOR VEHICLE 1976 5,412 567 -16.6% 847 89 -9.2% 717 13.2%
THEFT 1975 6,407 680 926 98 758 11.8Y%
PROPERTY CRIME 1976 66,796 6,996 -5.2% | 10,058 1,053 -2.2% | 9,680 14.5%
1975 69,536 7,384 10,149 1,077 9,815 14.1%
' TOTAL 1976 73,045 7,650 -4,5% | 11,816 1,238 -0.1% {12,191 16.7%
. 1975 75,404 8,007 11,667 -~ 1,239 12,102 16.0%
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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) for

the period 1973 to 1976 for the Cities of Pertland, Seattle, San Francisco,"
and Los Angeles is shown in Table 3.9. Because these cities are so
individually unique in terms of population, topography, areas, climate, and
other charact/ristics, the comparison of percentage change in rates is
probably more meaningful then a straight comparison of rates for any parti-
cular year.

In 1976, the Index crime rate decreased for the cities of Portland, Seattle,
and Los Angeles, while it increased in San Francisco to make it the highest

among the four cities. The violent crime rates continued to increase in all
four cities with the highest rate and increase shown for San Francisco. The
lowest percentage increase in the violent crime rate is shown for Portland.

Property crime rates decreased for Portland, Seattle, and Los Angeles, while
the rate for San Francisco showed a dramatic increase. '

The murder rates decreased in all four cities, while Seattle was the only
city to report a decrease in the forcible rape rate, although very slight.
Los Angeles was the only city to show a reduction in the robbery rate, while
the aggravated assault rate continued to increase in Portland, Seattle, and
San Francisco and reversed the 1975 change in Los Angeles, showing an in-
crease.

San Francisco was the only city among the four to show an increase in the
larceny rate with Portland and Seattle showing substantial decreases in
the motor vehicle theft rate.




AT

TABLE 3.9 - INDEX CRIME RATES - PORTLAND AND MAJCR WEST COAST CITIES

71

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%  +43.27% +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% |+ 1.0Z2 + 0.6Z + 1.1% +14,3% + 7.3% - 3.9% + 4,17 - 4.5% + 7.1% -10.5%
1976 382,000 |'10,709 1,127 9,582 10.2 84.3 500.8 531.4 3,142.4 5,686.2 753.9
% Change +1.9% | - 5.042 + 3.7% - 6.0% '=20.3%  +10.2% + 1.9% + 5.0% - 7.2% - 2.1% -24.0%
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 2,079 706 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%2 +16.2% +21.8% +34.5% +11.77% +19.3% + 6.7%
1575 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%2 | + 0.9% +11.8% =~ 0.05% | - 4.6% + 3.2% + 3.8% +28.9% - 7.8% + 5.4% ~-6.0%
1976 503,500 7,946 820 = 7,126 8.3 64.0 429.6 318.0 2,350.5 4,207.7 568.0
% Change - ~13.2% + 3.9% © -14.9% -19.4% - 0.5% + 2.8% + 7.3% -9.1% -16.87% ° -22.0%
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%2 { - 1.1% - 3.6Z2 -0.7% +32.1%7  -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 .87 +14.9% + 2.5%
1976 ) 666,100 | 11,602 1,615 9,987 19.7 92.9 995.0 507.3 3,301.6 5,156,7 1,529.2
% Change -0.7% | +20.7%Z +18.7%2 +21.0% - 4,474  +14.0% +17.4% +23.1% +26.6% +18.27% +19.2%
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 = 1,134.0
% Change -0.6% |+ 2.52 + 1.5%2 + 2.7% + 1,172 - 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%2 (+ 4.6Z + 0.74 + 5.2% +16.6%2 - 9.5% + 8.2% - 3.5% + 3.6% + 8.6% ~- 0.5%
1976 2,739,100 8,057 1,167 6,890 18.3 74.7 519.3 554.4 2,402.8 3,341.4 1,%?6.0
% Change +0.7% | - L.9% + 4.4% - 2.9% ~10.3% +14.9% - 3.27% +11.8% - 5.4% - 2.5% +.1.67%

*OFFENSE DATA FROM FBI ANNUAL UNIFORM CRIME REPORTS 1974 AND PRELIMINARY RELEASE March 26, 1976.
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CITY OF PORTLAND-COMPARISON WITH IMPACT CITIES

Portland is the core city within the Portland SMSA as well as the largest
city in Oregon. The estimated population in Portland in 1976 was 382,000 -
and increase of 1.9 percent over 1975. 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 1s one of eight cities participating in LEAA's High-Impact Anti-
Crime program announced on January 13, 1972.  The Impact Program nad 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 eval-
uation cyele in eight American cities. The cities are: Atlanta,
Baltimore, Cleveland, Dallas, Denver, Newark, Portland, (Oregon)
and St. Louis (see Figure 3.4).

The Index Crime offenses reported by each of the Impact cities for 1975 and
1976 including the percentage change between the two years, is presented in
Table 3.10. These totals are actual offense totals and not crime rates per
100,000 population due to the unavailability of 1976 population figures.

The changes in the number of total Index offenses (1975-1976) ranged from a
decrease of 9.6 percent for the City of St. Louis to an increase of 4.9 per
cent for the City of Denver. Atlanta and Denver were the only two Impact
clties to show imcreases in Index crime in 1976. All cities except Portland
reported a decrease in violent crime in 1976 ranging from a 5.4 percent de-
crease in Dallas to an 18.3 percent decrease in Cleveland - Portland showed
an increase of 3.7 percent. St, Louis reported the largest decrease in
property crime in 1976 (~9.67%), while Denver showed the highest increase of
7.3 percent. Other important highlights from the table are:

. The number of murders decreased substantially throughout the Impact
cities except for Denver (up 16.2%).

. Portland reported the largest increase in forcible rape offenses in
1976 (+10.2%).

. Portland was the only city to report an increase in the number of
robbery offenses in 1976, while the other Impact cities showed
substantial decreases.

. Aggravated assault continued to increase in Portland while decreasing
in other Impact cities. :

. The number of burglaries decreased in every Impact city in 1976
except Cleveland which showed a relatively small increase (+1.1%).

» All cities reported a decrease in the number of motor vehicle thefts
in 1976 ranging from a decrease of 25.2 percent in St. Louis to a
5.1 percent decrease in Denver.
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TABLE 3.10 -~ INDEX OFFENSES - IMPACT CITIES - 1975/1976%

921

*0ffense data from F,B.I. preliminary release -~ March 30, 1977

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL FORCIBLE AGGRAVATED MOTOR VEHICLE
INDEX VIOLENT PROPERTY MURDER RAPE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY THEFT
OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES OFFENSES
IMPACT CITY
Portlaad 1975 42,920 4,076 38,214 48 287 1,843 1,898 .12,704 21,789 3,721
1976 40,909 4,304 36,605 39 322 1,913 2,030 12,004 21,721 2,880
% Change -5.0% +3.7% -6.0% -20.3%Z +10.2% +1.9% +5.0% -7.2% -2.1% =24,0%
Atlanta 1975 48,884 8,033 40,é5l 185 443 3,887 3,518 14,501 22,612 3,738
1976 45,504 7,526 41,978 154 477 3,380 3,515 12,455 26,075 3,448
% Change +1.3% -6.3% +2.8% -16.8% +7.7% -13.0% -0.1% -14.1% +15.3% -7.8%
Baltimore 1975 70,411 16,086 54,325 259 463 9,055 6,309 15,787 30,936 7,602
1976 67,599 14,191 53,368 200 460 7,755 5,776 15,319 2,162 5,887
% Change -4.1% -11.8% -1.82 -22.8% -0.6% -14.4% -8.4% -3.0% +4.0% -22.6%
Clevelan 1975 57,806 10,403 47,403 288 491 7,100 2,524 13,001 19,496 14,906
1976 53,141 8,496 4,645 236 498 5,453 2,309 13,150 18,882 12,613
% Change -8.1% -18.3% -5.8% -18.1% +1.4% -23.27% ~8.5% +L.1% -3.17% -15.4%
Dallas 1975 94,411 7,655 85,756 237 547 3,386 3,485 25,924 54,843 5,989
1976 91.280 7,244 84,036 230 591 3,113 3,310 22,931 55,974 5,131
% Change -3.3% =5.4% -2.0% -3.0% +8.0% ~-8.1% -5.0% -11.5% +2.1% -14.3%
Denver 1975 50,387 4,960 45,427 74 480 2,568 1,838 18,248 21,888 5,291
1976 52,867 4,107 48,760 86 383 2,042 1,596 17,341 26,399 5,020
% Change +4.9% =17.2% +7.3% +16.2% -20.2% -20.5% -13.27 ~-3.0% +20.6% ~-5.1%
Newark 1975 34,572 7,136 27,436 122 297 4,273 2,444 10,321 10,501 6,614
1976 34,283 6,565 27,718 99 323 3,834 2,309 10,248 11,542 5,928
% Change ~-0.8% -8.0% +1.07 -18.9% +8.8% -10.37% -5.5% -0.7% +9.97% -10.4%
St. Louls 1975 69,399 10,563 58,836 240 462 6,288 3,573 18,976 30,233 9,627
1976 62,747 9,574 33,173 182 489 5,303 3,600 17,005 28,969 7,199
% Change ~-9.6% -9.4% -9.6% -24,22% +5.8% -15.7% +0.8% -5.1% -4.2% ~25.2%

N
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CITY OF PORTLAND - SELECTED OFFENSES

Robbery

The number of robbery offenses in Portland in 1976 compared to 1975
by target location is shown in Table 3.11.

In total, the number of robbery offenses increased by 3.8 percent over
1975. Although the numbers are small, robberies of banking institutions
represented the highest percentage increase (+42.3%) while robberies on
the highway, of gas stations, and of chain stores decreased. The high-
est amount of property stolen was reported under miscellaneous robberies
with the second highest reported for highway robberies. The highest
mean value of $985 per offense was calculated for bank robberies.

TABLE 3.11 ROBBERY OFFENSES IN PORTLAND

Total Value Mean Value

Number of Offenses of Property Per Offense

TARGET 1975 1976 Changes Stolen 1976 1976
Highway (streets, 517 491 ~ 5,041 6 67,555 $138
alleys, etc)
Commercial House 240 271 +12,9% 1 § 53,488 $197
Gas Station 79 71 -10.12{ §. 7,150 $101
Chain Store 216 178 ~-17.6Z{ $ 15,899 $ 89
Residence l?? 158 + 6,02 § 43,489 $275
Banking Institutions 26 37 +42.3%1 § 36,433 $985
Miscellaneous 616 707 +14.8% | $109,742 $155

TOTAL 1,843 1,913 + 3.8% | §333,756 $174

Burglary

The number of burglary offenses in Portland in 1976 compared to 1975 is
shown in Table 3.12. As illustrated, the total number of offenses de-
creased for the second straight year (down 5.5% from 1975). Residential
burglaries decreased by 4.9 percent compared to non-residential or com-
mercial offenses which decreased by 6.9 percent,

The number of night, day, and unknown time burglary offenses were com-
bined as showr at the bottom of Table 3.12, All three categories show-
ed a decrease with the largest belng of day-time burglaries.

Residential burglaries represented 72 percent of the value of property
stolen in 1976 and showed a mean value of $442 per offense compared to
$363 per offense for non-residential burglaries. -
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TABLE 3.12 BURGLARY OFFENSES 1975-1976

CITY OF PORTLAND - BY TARGET

PERCENT TOTAL VALUE MEAN VALUE
NUMBER OF OFFENSES PERCENT | DISTRIBU- | OF PROPERTY PER OFFENSE
TARGET 1975 1976 _ CHANGE TION 1976 | STOLEN 1976 _1976
Residential (8,583) (8,166) (-4.9%) (68.0%) | ($3,605,408) (5442)
Night (6pm-6am) 2,135 2,088 -2.2% 17.42 768,852 368
Day  (6am-6pm) 3,055 2,647 -13.4% 22.1% 1,030,783 389
Unknown 3,393 3,431 +1.12% 28.5% 1,805,773 526
Non-Residential (4,121 (3,838) (-6.9%) (32.0%) | ($1,391,474) ($363)
Night (6pm=-6am) 1,771 1,736 -2.,0% 14.5% 529,897 305
Day (6am-6pm) 326 365 +12.0% 3.02 79,439 218
Unknown 2,024 1,737 =14.22 14.5% 782,138 450
TOTAL 12,704 12,004 -5.52 100.0% $4,996,882 $416
Total Night 3,906 3,824 -2,12 31.92 $1,298,749 §340
Totel Day 3,381 3,012 -10.9% 25.1% $1,110,222 $369
Total Ucknown 5,417 5,168 ~4.62 43.0% $2,587,911 $501
Forcible Entry 8,316 7,965 -4.2% 66.4%
No Force Used 3,417 3,201 -6.3% 26.7%
Attempted Entry 971 838 -13,7% 6.9%
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Larcenz

The number of larceny offenses in Portland in 1976 compared to 1975 by
type is presented in Table 3.13.

In total, the number of larceny offenses in Portland decreased slightly
in 1976 (-0.3%). The largest reductions in the types of larcenies were
in theft from coin-operated machines (-~25.3%) and purse snatching (-20.6%)
while pocket-picking offenses showed the highest increase {30.1 percent
higher than 1975). The second highest increase was reported for theft

of motcr vehicle parts and accessories (+11.2% over 1975). (Similar to
1975, theft of motor vehicle parts and accessories increased while the
number of motor vehicle thefts decreased).

The highest amount of property stolen was reported for theft of articles
from motor vehicles (over $1.7 million, 39% of the total) with the highest
mean value per offense of $346 for this category, excluding the category
of all other.

TABLE 3.13 - LARCENY OFFENSES 1975-1976
CITY OF PORTLAND - BY TYPE

NUMBER OF PERCENT TOTAL VALUE MEAN VALUE
OFFEMNSES PERCENT DISTRIBU- OF PROPERTY PER OFFENSE
TYPE 1975 1976 CHANGE TION 1976 STOLEN 1976 1976
Pocket-Picking 166 216 +30.1% 1.0% $ 25,329 $ 117
Purse-Snatching 399 317 ~20.6% 1.5% 23,802 75
Shoplifting 2,682 2,864 +6,82 13.22 140,297 49
Articles from Motor
Vehicles 5,275 5,095 -3,4% 23.57% 1,762,859 346
Motor Vehicle Parts
and Accessorles 4,332 4,818 +11.2% 22.2% 716,607 149
Bicycles 1,842 1,572 -14.7% 7.2% 143,636 91
Articles from
Buildings 4,687 4,523 -3.5% 20,8% 872,463 193
From Coin-Operated
Machines 241 180 -25.3% 0.8% 4,703 26
All Other 2,165 2,136 -1,3% 9.8% 773,592 362
TOTAL 21,789 21,721 -0.3% 100.0%Z $4,463,288 $ 205
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EUGENE SMSA

The Eugene SMSA is comprised of Lane County which is also the Administrative
District 5 and includes Eugene as its core city.

The estimated population for the Eugene SMSA in 1976 was 246,000 or 10.5 per-
cent of the State total. There were 16,228 Index offenses in 1976 which repre-
sented 11.0 percent of the State total. The number of Index offenses, arrests,
and clearances for the Eugene SMSA in 1975 and 1976 are presented in Table 3.14
including the calculated rates per 100,000 population.

The Index Crime rate in the Eugene SMSA in 1976 was 6,597 offenses per 100,000
population - a decrease of 9.5 percent from 1975. The violent crime rate
decreased by 5.3 percent while the property crime rate decreased by 9.7 per-
cent. The decrease in the total Index Crime rate and property crime rate in
the Eugene SMSA were greater than .either the Portland or Salem SMSA. The
Eugene SMSA was the only one to show a decrease in the violent crime rate in
1976. The robbery and aggravated assault rates decrzased in the Eugene SMSA
in 1976 compared to increases in the other two SMSAs. The most notable de-
crease was in the burglary rate (~19.8% from 1975).

The number of people arrested by police agencies within the Eugene SMSA in~
creased in 1976 for every offense except murder and aggravated assault. The
arrest rate (arrests per 100,000 population) for total Index Crime increased
by 17.7 percent over 1975; the property crime arrest rate increased by 21.5
percent; and the violent crime arrest rate decreased by 12.4 percent. The
most notable increase was in the arrest rate for motor vehicle theft (+34.9%)
while the offense rate showed a 15.8 percent decrease. The arrest rate for
property crimes in the Eugene SMSA was the highest of the SMSAs.

Of the 16,228 Index offenses in the Eugene SMSA in 1976, 3,482 or 21.5 percent
were cleared - €his represents an increase in the clearance rate over 1975.
The clearance rate for larceny (28.97) was the highest of the SMSAs and showed
a substantial increase over 1975. All of the clearance rates increased in
the Eugene SMSA in 1976 with the exception of the murder clearance rate which
decreased and the forcible rape clearance rate which showed a slight decrease.






TABLE 3.14 - INDEX OFFENSES, ARRESTS, AND CLEARANCES
EUGENE SMSA 1975-1976

NUMBER  RATE PER NUMBER  RATE PER NUMBER PERCENT OF
i . oF 100,000 PERCENT oF 100,000 PERCENT | OF OFFENSZS
TYPE OF OFFENSE YEAR | OFFENSES POPULATION  CHANGE ARRESTS POPULATION CHANGE | CLEARANCES CLEARED
MURDER 1976 9 4 +33.3% 7 3 ~50,0% 6 - 66,7%
1975 7 3 14 6 10 100 2
FORCIBLE 1976 87 35 +L0,7% 23 9 +12.5% 41 C47.1%
RAPE 1975 69 29 20 8 33 47.8%
ROBBERY 1976 169 69 -1.4% 73 30 +36.4% 59 34.9% :
1975 170 70 52 22 33 19,42
AGGRAVATED 1976 573 233 -9,7% 192 78 ©-22,8% 250 43.6% o
ASSAULT 1975 625 258 - 2644 101 249 39.8% i
VIOLENT 1976 838 341 ~5.3% 295 120 ~12.4% 356 42,5% '
CRIME 1975 871 360 330 137 325 37.3%
BURGLARY 1976 | 4,009 1,630 -19.8% 682 277 +0.3% 688 S 17,22
1975 | 4,915 2,033 669 276 783 - 15,9%
LARGENY 1976 | 10,541 4,285 -4.6% 2,257 917 +28.1% 2,195 20.8%
1975 | 10,861 4,492 , 1,731 716 , 1,704 15.7%
MOTOR VEHICLE 1976 840 341 -15.8% ‘275 112 +34£.92 | 243 28.9% o
THEFT 1975 980 405 - 200 83 ; 182 18, 6% .
PROPERTY CRIME 1976 | 15,390 6,256 -9.7% 3,24 1,306 +21.5% | 3,126 20,37 A
1975 | 16,756 6,930 2,600 1,075 2,669 15.92"
“TOTAL 1975 | 16,228 6,597 -9,5% 3,509 1,426 +17.7% | 3,482 21,52
1976 | 17,627 7,290 2,930 1,212 : 2,994 17.0%
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CITY OF EUGENE - INDEX CRIME

Eugene is the core city within the Eugene SMSA as well as the second
largest city in Oregon. The estimated population in Eugene in 1976

was 96,660 -~ an increase of 2.2 percent over 1975, The City of Eugene's
population represents 4.1 percent of the State's population.

There were 8,427 Index offenses reported in Eugene in 1976 ~ a decrease
of 6.0 percent from 1975 (see Table 3.15). Violent crimes totalled

432 (an increase of 4.9 percent over 1975), while property crimes,
totalling 7,995, decreased by 6.6 percent.

In terms of crime rate (offenses per 100,000 population), the total de-
creased by 8.0 percent from 1975. The murder rate rose from 0 in 1975
to 5.2 in 1976, while the highest measurable increase (+33.5%) was re-
ported for forcible rape although the actual numbers are quite small.
The largest decrease was reported in the motor vehicle theft rate
(~24.2% from 1975).

TABLE 3.15 - INDEX CRIME IN EUGENE

Crime Rate per 100,000

Number of Offenses Population

Offense 1975 1976 1875 1976 Change
Murder o 5 0.0 5.2 -
Foxcible Rape 33 45 34.9 46.6 +33,57%
Robbery 111 115 117.3 119.0 + 0.2Z.
Aggravated Assault 268 267 283.3 276.1 - 2.5%
Burglary 2,208 2,045 2,334.0  2,115.7 - 9.4%
Larceny 5,789 5,516 6,119.5 5,706.6 - 6.7%
Motor Vehicle Theft 560 434 592.0 449.0 -24.,2%

TOTAL 8,969 8,427 9,481.0 8,718.2 - 8.0%
Viclent Crimes 412 432 435.5 446.9 + 2.6%
Property Crimas 8,557 7,995 9,045.5 8,271.3 -~ 8.62
Population 94,60C 96,660 + 2,22
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Burglary

The number of burglary offemses in 1976 compared to 1975 by target and
time of day are illustrated in Table 3.16.

In 1976, 2,045 burglary offenses were reported in Eugene - a decrease of

7.4 percent from 1975. Of this total, 1,409 or 68.9 percent were of resi-
dences; 636 or 31.1 percent were of commercial businesses. The number of
residential burglaries decreased by 10.5 percent while the number of com-
mercial burglaries showed a slight increase of 0.3 percent. The fact that
increases are shown in the day and night time categories with substantial
decreases in the unknown time categories indicates that the police and/cr
victims were better able to ascertain the time of occurrence than in 1975.

The total value of property stolen in residential burglaries amounted to
$373,410 1in 1976 - a decrease of 8.9 percent. The total value of property
stole in non-residential burglaries amounted to $211,840 - an increase of
7.3 percent over 1975,

TABLE 3.16 - BURGLARY OFFENSES - EUGENE

1975-1976
PERCENT TOTAL VALUE MEAN VALUE
NUMBER OF OFFENSES PERCENT DISTRIBU~ OF PROPERTY PER OFFENSE
TARGET 1975 1976 CHANGE TION 1976 | STOLEN 1976 1976
Residential (1,574)  (1,409) (~10.5%) (68.9%) ($373,410) ($265)
Night (6pm-6am) 454 406 ~10.6% 19.9% 101,481 250
Day  (6am~6pm) 487 521 +7.0% 25.5% 136,455 262
Unknown 633 482 ~-23.92 23.5% 135,474 281
Non-Residential (634) (636) (40.3%) (31.12) (211,840) ($335)
Night (6pm-6am) 144 268 +86.1% 13.1% 90,913 339
Day 134 186 +38.8% 9.12 54,375 292
Unknown 356 182 -48,9% 8.9% 66,552 366
TOTAL 2,208 2,045 =7.4% 100.0% $585,250 $266
‘Total Night 598 674 +12.7% 33.02 $192,394 $285
Total Day 621 707 +13.8% 34.62 $190,830 $270
Total Unknown 989 664 -32.92 32.4% $202.026 $304
Forcible Entry 1,074 1,083 +1.0% 53.1%
No Ferce Used 949 775 -18.32 37.9%
Attempted Entry 185 185 — 9.0%
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Larceny

The number of larceny offenses in Eugene in 1976, compared to 1975, is
1llustrated in Table 3.17 by type and value cf property stolen.

There were 5,516 larceny offenses reported in 1976 -~ a decrease of 4.7
percent from 1975. Only two categoriles increased in 1976 - shoplifting,

up 20.9 percent, and theft of motor vehicle parts and accessories, up 5.2
percent. Bicycle theft, which constitutes the highest percentage of offen~-
ses, showed a decrease of 1.3 percent.

The total value of stolen property resulting from larceny was $715,152 in
1976 and showed a decrease from 1975, although the mean value per offense
was higher than 1975. The mean value per offense of shoplifting showed a
substantial decrease in 1976. As in the case with the City of Portland,
theft of motor vehicle parts and accessories continued to increase in the
City of Eugene while the number of motor vehicie thefts showed a drama-
tic decrease.

TABLE 3.17 - LARCENY OFFENSES - EUGENE

1975-1976
NUMBER OF PERCENT TOTAL VALUE MEAN VALUE
OFFENSES PERCENT DISTRIBU-~ OF PROPERTY PER OFFENSE
TYPE 1975 1976  CHANGE TION 1976 | STOLEN 1976 1976
Pocket-Picking 13 11 -15.4% 0.2% $ 1,038 $ 94
Purse-Snatching 21 8 ~-61.9% 0.1% 237 30
Shoplifting 761 920 420.9% 16.7% 11,313 13
Articles from Motor
Vehicles 1,147 872 -24.0% 15.8% 177,814 204
Motor Vehicle Parts
and Accessories 751 730 +5.2% 14,3% 86,369 109
Bicycles 1,306 1,287 -1,32 23.4% 132,945 103
Articles from
Buildings 1,178 1,093 ~7.2% 19.8% 166,871 153
From Coin-Operated
Machines 42 26 -38.1% 0.5% 809 31
A1l Other 572 509 -11.0% 9.2% 137,756 271
TOTAL 5,789 5,516 =-4.7% 100.0% $715,152 $130
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SALEM SMSA

The Salem SMSA is comprised of Marion and Polk counties with Salem as its
core city.

The estimated population for the Salem SMSA in 1976 was 214,700 or 9.2 per-
cent of the State total. There were 13,445 Index offenses in 1976 which
represents 9.1 percent of the State total. The number of Index offenses,
arrests, and clearances for the Salem SMSA in 1976 and 1975 are presented
in Table 3.18 including the calculated rates per 100,000 population.

The total Index Crime rate for the Salem SMSA in 1976 was 6,262 offenses
per population - an increase of 2.6 percent over 1975. The violent crime
rate increased by 31.8 percent while the property crime rate increéased by
1.3 percent. Salem SMSA was the only SMSA in Oregon to show an increase
in the property crime rate in 1976 which was dué to the increase in the
larceny rate. The increases in the violent crime rates (forcible rape,
robbery, aggravated assault) were the highest among the three SMSAs.

The number of people arrested by police agencies within the Salem SMSA in-
creased in number in 1976 but showed a slight decrease in the number per
100,000 population. The most noted changes in arrest rates were a 31.0 per-
cent increase in the arrest rate for aggravated assault and a 28.4 percent
decrease in the rate for motor vehicle theft. Salem SMSA continued to show
‘the highest arrest rate for burglary of the SMSAs.

Of the total 13,445 Index offenses in the Salem SMSA in 1976, 3,137 or 23.3
percent were cleared -~ this is a decrease from 1975. The clearance rate

for robbery, aggravated assault, and burglary continued to be the highest

of the three SMSAs., The most noted change in the rate was the large decrease
in the clearance rate for burglary - from 32,0 percent in 1975 to 23.3 per-
cent in 1976.




TABLE 3.18 - INDEX OFFENSES, ARRESTS, AND CLEARANCES
SALEM SMSA 1975-1976

9€T

NUMBER RATE PER NUMBER RATE PER NUMBER . PEKRZENT OF
OF 100,000 PERCENT OF 100,000 PERCENT | OF OFFENSES
IYPE OF OFFENSE YEAR OFFENSES  POPULATION CHANGE ARRESTS POPULATION ~ CHANGE CLEARANCES CLEARED
MURDER 1976 6 3 - 12 6 - 6 100%
1975 6 3 13 6 7 100%
FORCIBLE 1976 84 39 +69.6% 13 6 -14.3% 21 25.0%
RAPE 1975 47 23 14 7 18 38.3%
ROBBERY 1976 130 61 +10.9% 62 29 - 50 38.52
1975 114 55 61 29 49 43.0%
AGGRAVATED 1976 474 221 +34,82 200 93 + 31.0Z 270 57.0%
ASSAULT 1975 341 164 147 71 157 46.0%
VIOLENT 1976 694 323 +31.8% 287 134 + 18,5% 347 50.0%
CRIME 1975 508 245 235 113 231 45,5%
LY
BURGLARY 1976 3,244 1,511 -8,6% 632 294 +3.5% 757 23.3%
1975 3,430 1,653 589 284 1,099 32.0%
LARCENY 1976 8,783 4,091 +6.1%2 | 1,736 809 -1.2%1 1,831 20.8%
1975 8,001 3,856 1,700 819 1,589 19.9%
MOTOR VEHICLE 1976 724 337 -4.02 179 83 ~28,4% 202 27.,9%
THEFT 1975 729 351 240 116 233 32.0%
PROPERTY CRIME 1976 12,751 5,939 +1.3% | 2,547 1,186 -2,7%| 2,790 21.9%
1675 12,160 5,860 2,529 1,219 2,921 24.,0%
TOTAL 1976 13,445 6,262 +2,62 | 2,834 1,320 -0.9%1 3,137 23.3%
1975 12,668 6,105 2,764 1,332 3,152 24,9%







CITY OF SALEM - INDEX CRIME

Salem 1s the core city within the Salem SMSA as well as the third

largest city in Oregon. The estimated population in Salem in 1976
was 80,000 - a 4.8 percent increase over 1975. Salem's population
represents 3.4 percent of the State's population.

The number of Index offenses in Salem increased from 6,760 in 1975

to 7,338 in 1976 — up 8.6 percent (see Table 3.19). Violent crimes
totalled 224 or an increase of 52.4 percent while property crimes,

totalling 7,114, increased by 7.6 percent.

The total Index crime rate (offenses per 100,000 population) increased
3.5 percent over 1975 with the largest increases shown for the forcible
rape rate and aggravated assault rate, The largest decrease was in the
motor vehicle theft rate (-22.5% from 1975).

TABLE 3.19 - INDEX CRIME IN SALEM

Crime Rate

Number of per 100,000

Offenses Population
Offense 1975 1976 1975 19?6 Change
Murder 3 1 3.9 1.3 ~66.7%
Forcible Rape 16 42 21.0 52.5 +150.0%
Robbery 80 79 104.8 98.7 ~5.8%
Aggravated Assault 48 102 62.9 127.5 +103,02%
Burglary 1,557 1,636 2,040.6 2,045.0 +0.2%
Larceny 4,608 §,114 6,039.3 6,392.5 +5.8%
Motor Veéhicle Theft 448 364 587.2 455.0 -22.5%
TOTAL 6,760 7,338 8,859.8 9,172.5 +3.5%
Violent Crimes 147 224 192.7 280.0 +45.3%
Property Crimes 6,613 7,114 8,667.1  8,892.5 42,62
Population 76,300 80,000 +4.8%

137
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Larceny

The number of larceny offenses reported in Salem rose 10.9 percent in 1976
(from 4,610 in 1975 to 5,114 in 1976).

Theft of articles from motor vehicles, which represents 32.4 percent of
the total larcenies, increased 44.6 percent over 1975 and represents the
highest property loss value of $201,882 (45% of the total).

Contrary to the pattern for the cities of Portland and Eugene, theft of
motor vehicle parts and accessories decreased in Salem in 1976 by 25 percent.

TABLE 3.20 - LARCENY OFFENS®S - SALEM

1675-1976
NUMBER OF ° PERCENT  TOTAL VALUE MEAN
OFFENSES PERCENT DISTRIBU~ OF PROPERTY VALUE PER
TYPE 1975 1976 CHANGE T];ON 1976 | STOLEN 1976 OFFENSE 1979%
Pocket~Picking 5 ;10 +100,0%Z 0.2% $ 988 *+ § 99
Purse-Snatching 24 19 -20.82 0.4%° 736 39
Shoplifting 853 956 412,17 | 18.7% 20,036 21
Articles from Motor ;
Vehicles 1,151 1,664 +44,6% 32.4% 201,882 121
Motor Vehicle Parts
‘ and Accessories - 713 535  =25.0% 10.5% 16,853 32
Bicycles 657 615 -6.42 12,0% 42,988 70
Articles from
Buildings 677 734 +8,4% 14.4% 96,105 131
From Coin-Operated
Machines 30 29 -3.3% 0.6% 707 24
All Other 500 552  +10.4% 10.8% 73,102 132
TOTAL 4,610 5,114 . +10.9% 100.0% $453,397 $ 89
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Burglary

The number Qf burglaries reported in Salem rose from 1,557 in 1975 to 1,636 in
1976 - an inctease of 5.1 percent. Of the total in 1976, residential burglaries
constituted 60.8 percent and showed an increase of 15.6 over 1975. Non-~
resldential burglaries represented the remaining 39.2 percent and showed a
decrease of 7.9 percent from 1975 (see Table 3.21).

The large increases in the number of unknown time category burglaries ipdicates
that police and/or victims had more difflculties ascertaining the time of occur-
rence than in 1975,

In 1976, the number of burglaries involving forcible entry decreased by 4.5 per—f,
cent, however, the number of incidents whereby entry was gained without force o
rose 24.2 percent indicating either an increase in victim reporting in that parti- e
cular category or an increase in the actual number of offenses. Additional re- e
search is necessary to determine if there is a need for more citizen awareness R
promotion. o

The total value of property stolen in residential burglary rose 26.2 percent to
$260,950 in 1976 while the total value of property stolen in non-residential
burglary decreased 44.7 percent to $1i10,538. The mean value per re51dential
offense in 1976 was $262 (+9% over 1975) while the mean value per non-residen—”
tial offense was $172 (-40% from 1975). ' C

TABLE 3.21 - BURGLARY OFFENSES - SALEM

1975-1976 o ‘
PERCENT ~ TOTAL VALUE  MEAN VALUE -
NUMBER OF OFFENSES PERCENT = DISTRIBU- OF PROPERTY - PER OFFENSE
TARGET 1975 1976 _ CHANGE | TION 1976 | STOLEN 1976 1976
Residential | (861)  (995) (15.6%) |  (60.8%) | ($260,950)  ($262)
Night (6pm-6am) 339 307 ~9.4% 18.8% 75,519 246
Day  (6am-6pm) 241 283 +17.4% 17.3% 57,685 204
Unknown 281 405  +44.1% 24.7% 127,745 15
Non-Residential (696)  (641)  (-7.9%) | (39.2) | ($110,538)  (5172) -
Night (6pm-6am) 502 380  -24.3% 23.2% " 60,208 158
Day  (6am-6pm) 28 28 — | 1ex | 34 123
Unknown 166 233 +0.4% | 14.22 46,891 ib1~u
OTAL 1,557 1,636  45.1% 100.0% | $371,488 $227
Total Night 841 687  -18.3% | . 42.61 | $135,727  $198
Total Day ~ 269 311 +15.6% 19.02 | 61,125 = s197
Total Unknown. 447 638 . +42.7% 9.0 | 174,636 s204
Forcible Entry © 982 938 -4.5% 57.3% o
No Force Used 476 591 426,28 | 36.1% .
Attempted Entry | , 99 . 107 +8.12  A 6,62
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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 3.22 including the change in rates from 1975 to
1976,

The total population for the three SMSAs combined increased by 1.8 percent
over 1975 while the population outside the SMSAs increase by 2.0 percent.
The population in the Salem SMSA showed the highest increase over 1975
(+3.5%) while the Portland and Eugene SMSAs increased by 1.4 percent and
1.7 percent respectively.

The Index Crime Rate for the combined SMSAs was 7,257 offenses per 100,000
population - a decrease of 4.5 percent from 1975. The same rate for the
remainder of the state was 4,875 which decreased by 5.4 percent. The vio-
lent crime rate increased 5.6 percent in the three SMSAs while it remained
the same for the remainder of the state. The property crime rate for the -
three SMSAs decreased by 5.2 percent while the remainder of the state de-
creased by 5.7 percent. The pattern of change in crime rates was virtually
the same for the two areas in 1976 except for robbery and motor vehicle
theft. The robbery rate continued to increase in the three SMSAs (+3.7%
over 1975) while it showed a decrease of 9.5 percent for the remainder of
the state. The motor vehicle theft rate showed a 15.4 percent decrease in
1976 in the three SMSAs while it continued to increase outside the SMSAs
(+1.9%).
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TABLE 3.22 - SUMMARY OF INDEX CRIME RATES FOR OREGON'S STANDARD METROPOLITAN
STATISTICAL AREAS T ’
1975-197%
(Offenses per 100,000 population)

Total Motor
Index { Violent Property Forcible Aggravated Vehicle
Crime | Crime Crime Murder Rape Robbery Assault Buralarz _Larcenz Theft
Portland SMSA%® = =
Population: 954,800 :
1976 7,650 654 6,996 5 50 256 344 2,214 4,215 567
1975 8,007 623 7,384 7 49 245 322 2,433 4,271 680
Change -4,5%2 | +5.04 ~5.2% ~28.6% +2,0% +4.5% +6,8% ~9.0% ~1.3% ~16.6%
Eugene SMSA
Population: 246,000
1976 6,597 341 6,256 4 35 69 233 1,630 4,285 341
1975 7,290 360 6,930 3 29 70 258 2,033 4,492 405
Change -9,5%2 | =5.3% -9,7% +33.32 +20.7% ~1.4% -9.7% -19.8% -4,6% -15,82
Salem SMSA
Population: 214,700
1976 6,262 323 5,939 3 39 61 221 1,511 4,09% 337
1975 6,105 245 5,860 3 23 55 164 1,653 3,856 351
Change +2,6% [+31.8% +1.,3% - +65.6% +10.9% +34.8% -8.6% +6,1% =4.0%
Portland-Eugene-Salem
SMSAs Combined
Population: 1,415,500
1976 7,257 550 6,707 4 45 194 306 2,006 4,209 493
1975 7,599 521 7,078 6 41 187 287 2,247 4,248 583
Change =4.5% | +5.6% ~5.2% -33.3% +9,8% +3.7% +6.62Z -10.7% -0.9%2 =15.4%
Remainder of the State
Population: 926,250
1976 4,875 305 4,570 4 19 38 244 1,193 3,112 264
1975 5,152 305 4,847 ‘5 18 42 240 1,319 3,269 259
Change ~5,4% - =5,7% =20.0% +5,6% ~9.5% +1.7% -9,62 -45,8%  +1.9%

*Portland SMSA ~ does not include Clark County, Washington
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CORE CITIES COMPARISONS -

The three SMSA core cities of/fortland, Eugene, and Salem, combined,
represent 23.9 percent of the State's population and reported 38.3 per-
cent of the State's total Index offenses. A comparison of the Index
crime rates and the change from 1975 to 1976 is presented in Table 3.23.

As 1llustrated, the total Index crime rates decreased for the cities of
Portland and Eugene in 1976 and increased for the City of Salem. The
largest decrease was shown for the City of Eugene (-8.0%). The violent
crime rates increased in all three cities with Salem showing the largest
(+45.3%). Forcible rape increased in all three cities while robbery in-
creased slightly in Portland and Eugene and decreased in Salem., The
only city to show a decrease in aggravated assault was Eugene (-2.5%).
The property crime rates decreased in all categories in the cities of
Portland and Eugene while showing an increase in the larceny rate in

~Salem.

TABLE 3.23 - CHANGE IN INDEX CRIME RATES 1975-1976
PORTLAND, EUGENE, SALEM
(Offenses per 100,000 population)

OFFENSE City of Portland City of Eugene City of Salem
Murder -20.32 ' - -66.7%
Forcible Rape +10.2% +33.5% +150.0%
Robbery + 1.92 + 0.22 - 5.82
Aggravated Assault + 5.0% - 2,5% +103.02
Violent Crime + 3.7% + 2.6% + 45.3%
Burglary - 7.2% - 9.4% + 0.2%
Larceny ) - 2.1% - 6.72 + 5.8%
Motor Vehicle Theft -24.07% -24.2% - 22.5%
Property Crime - 6.0% - 8.6% + 2.6%

TOTAL - 5.0% ~ 8.0% + 3.5%




The following highlights on burglary offenses in the three cities in 1976
are from Table 3.24 - a comparison of the percent change in the number
of offenses from 1975 to 1976.

. Residential burglaries decreased in Portland for the second straight
year and for the first time in Eugene, but increased again in Salem.

. Non-residential burglaries decreased in Portland and Salem and
increased only slightly in Eugene.

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

. Burglaries where entry was gained without force decreased in
Portland and substantially in Eugene, but showed a dramatic
increase in Salem.

In summary, and compared with the period 1974-1975, the statistics for
1975-1976 indicate a continuing decline in burglary in Portland; the
beginning of a decline in burglary in Eugene; and a continuing increase
in burglary in Salem, but only of residential units.

TABLE 3.24 - CHANGE IN BURGLARY OFFENSES 1975~197%
PORTLAND, EUGENE, SALEM

DPE City of Portland City of Eugene City of Salem
Residential - 4.92 -10.5% +15.6%
Non-Residential - 6.9% + 0.3% - 7.9%
© TOTAL - 5.5% - 7.4% +5.1%
Forcible Entry - 4,2% + 1.0% ~ 4.5%
No Force In Entry - 6.3Z | -18.3% +24.2%
Attempted Entry -13.7% - + §.1Z

by W Tt ; R :
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The following highlights on larceny offenses in the three cities in 1976
are from Table 3.25 - a comparison of the percent change in the number of
offenses from 1975 to 1976.

. Purse-snatching continued to decrease in all three cities in 1976.

. Theft of articles from motor vehicles decreased in Portland and
Eugene but continued to increase in Salem.

. Theft of motor vehicle parts and accessories continued to increase
in Portland and Eugene but showed a decrease in Salem.

. Theft from coin-operated machines have begun to decline in all
three cities.

In summary, the trend indicates a decline in larceny in Portland and
Eugene, strongly influenced by a decrease in the category which represents
the highest percentage of offenses - theft of articles from motor vehicles,
while larceny in Salem continued to increase predominately in the mention-
ed category.

TABLE 3.25 - CHANGE IN LARCENY OFFENSES 1975-1976
PORTLAND, EUGENE, SALEM

TYPE OF LARCENY City of Portland City of .Eugene City of Salem
Pocket-picking +30.12 -15.42 +100%
Purse~snatching -20.62 ~-61.92 ~ 20.82
Shoplifting + 6.8% +20.9% + 12.1%
Azticle frow Motor ~ 3.42 -24.02 + 44,52
Vehicles

Mottor Vahicles Parts

and Accegsories +11.2% + 5,22 - 25.02
Bicycles . =14.7% - 1.3% - 6.42
Articles from Build~

ings - 3.5% - 7.2% + B8.4%

From Coin~operated .
Machines -25.3% -38.1% - 3.32
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SECTION 4
OFFENSES, CLEARANCES AND ARRESTS
BY
DISTRICT, CCUNTY, AND AGENCY

The agency statistics concerning Part I and II offenses contained in the
following tables was reported to the Oregon UCR program by the individual
participating agencies for 1976 and includes totals for each administrative
district and county including a total for the Oregon State Police in each
county. Due to disparities in reporting traffic-related deaths which are

a majority volume element of criminal homicide ('"Manslaughter by Negligence")
manslaughter clearance and arrest data is not included in this section,

The following key is included as an explanation of the abbreviations used
throughout the tables:

KEY TO FORMAT ABBREVIATIONS

Months of Reporting . . . . . . . . . . The number of months reported by each
individual agency.

Officer Assaults . . » ... . v « + « » The number of reported assaults on .
police cfficers during the reporting
period.

OFF . + v, v o« o v « & G e e e e The number of actual verified offensas
or attempts as set forth by UCR guide~
lines and definitions.

ARR & ¢ v v v e b vt e e e e e e The number of arrests made during the
reporting period. (Includes any arrests
made during this period for offenses
reported prior to 1/1/76. Includes
persons cited, summoned, and notified as
well as those taken into physical gus~
tody.)

CLR & ¢ ¢ ¢ + o o o o o « o o & & o @ The number of offenses cleared by arrest
or cleared exceptionally diring the re-
porting period. (Includes any -clearances
made during this time for offenses re-
ported prior to 1/1/76.)

These are counts of offénSesdcl@ared,
not persoms arrested.

*Note: When ceunting arrests, only those arrests which are made for an agency's
"own" cases are counted for UCR 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 arrests shown in this report will not necessarily agree with
the statistics within a department which may show all arrest activity. '

I
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12 |Gresham PD 5 |pEE] 2 13 20 1 50| 38 069 175 47 2 120 | 51 356 € 17 6 i1 55 3 5 4 33 E 137 15 4
(23,000) Clr | 2 4 a 20 7 277 28 1 4 4 30 E AINE 50 2 E [3 33 ] 53 5
rr! 1 6 % 21 67 284 25 2 L 11 15 3 3l 63 L] 57 {3 2 2 4 23 7 54 | 30 E -
12 {port of 1 |bff 3 102 19 2 | 1 1] 5 11 | 68 1 F T 17 6 1 21 2 6
Portiand Cir ] 2 [ 2 | 67 E 16 1 3 2 5
irr 2 5 1 | - 35 v 31 20 1 € 3 6 3 i
12 [Portland PD 130 IDEE| 39 |33 P22 | 1913 | 2030 | 12004 |2172 2880 1| 3184|383 |575 |121B{76|170 [7056 1378 | 643 1137 Il 630 | 156 1357 | 6 {111 ||37 1147 | 2692 | 1066 | 696 | 2444 | 374 | 2694
(382,000) Cir| 30 {17 1156 | 47 115 1237 3083 317 | 1884 ] : - 2692 )
Brr | 36 1 6 (89 | 42 586 | 1034 1| 3516 409 § 501 | 38 |19 135 131 | 507 441 1703 ) 179 823 |201 [478 110 [134 3 2 | 1697 | 679 | 8461 672 | 620
k2 tate Police DEf 2 12 7 55 28 7 150 | 2 11 20 7 1 214 9 1 27 5 1| 455 4 1 10 i
Elr 1 2 5 8 3 9 8 7 1 3 9 125 5 L | 455 3 3 :
hrr 10 2 5 9 3 6 14 10 T 23 4 | 16 3 | 455 17 5 E 21
[coUNTY TOTAL 136 |DEEf| 44 163 1403 | 2238 | 2509 | 15408 29335 4044 1| 3530 K66 1726 |1385/92 1200 (9438|511 | 653 0315 ||1144 {222 [598 {28 185 (|39 1159 | 3766 |1167 | 867 | 2967 | 428 | 3942 |
(553,000) Pir | 36 (21 {198 5 1333 | 1611 | 4557 421 || 198¢ 41 1 1| 40 179 1] 40 12 [ 91 |1 7 % | 376 36 | 11 69 { 17 | 144
e ; 40 119 | 517 756 | 1393 | 5103 574 || 586 | 64 [235 | 153 174 | 664|567 1710 | 211 |11411 |303 [668 120 [220 9 13766 | 1814 | 791 | 1000 | 747 | B66]
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Table 4.2 (Cqtit'd.)

District 2 Page 3 OFFENSES, CLEARANCES & ARRESTS CLEARANCES & ARRESTS g
DRUG ABUSE
& 5 g g e
) a b (o] — = = 1=
52 Ela & > 0 @ & gl =l & =0 E+] o 2 |2ol8 © 0 318 g 4 «2 =]
05 - = ot > = 7 ; (5] 134 ol -3 = - 1223 = wn - 5 = O = =2 =22 T O - D
2 &= 2132 |8 [ 22 3 & el =8 Bl o INjEE] 2| E| B |=5 51 5 |EBl@unl 3|52 129 B BE) 52
FO e (=) v Qe Qa é::' & [+ (o Rl Y 1)« 2 =3 L) e a f. w Iad £ Ué L - EUUU >3 E’Kﬂ = o QD Fe B el
g8 Eall |2 1218% 5 |€8| € | £ |6B%) 4 5| 212|Bg| 2| 5 | & |[E5i28 5| 2 12228] % |35 125 338 25| 23
Z®| acency S = g 1222 = <4 2 3 Z=R) o2 E8l Eiwing] 2 5 | & [c3EE |2 2 IHLEBElSIES 5 |88 |28l 283 22
012 02 03 | 04 05 06 o7 ! o4z 19 1f12f 13 14 15 | 16 | 17 18 181 182 |183 | 184[ 19 | 20 22 | 24 26 28 29
12 |Washington Co. SO 9] 15 35| 250 1400 243 282 33 T3 1278 1) 11 73] 259 7] 226 &t 2 1|32 217 26] 783 9 532
al 2 10f 107 214 590 53 - 3 1] 168 21 212] 51 190] 4 1 2] 201 13] 161 8 251
6 16] 30 164 639 60 2 5] 130 11f] 342 2] 321] 6 1 1 4651 29f 72 [ 90
12 [Banks PD 2 7 4 3 8 35 1 3 % 4
(460) 1 2 4 1 1 1 3 1
1 2 ; 8 1 T 1 4
12 |Beaverton PD 2 1 55 266 920 354 1] 32 3 4] 30 3 5 7 1 85
(23,300) 1L 15 25 8 2 2 1 g 1 6 1ff 7 53
11 13 27 3 [ 17 18 1 9 12 3] 123 20 128 42 3
12 [Cornelius PD 3 4 50 10 9 77 2 3 54 4
(2,730) 2 4 1] 3 1 [3 54 A
: 4 5 A 1 2 24 54 0 1
12 [Forest Grove PD i 8 36}, . io0 A [3 1] 33 13 42 51 461 2 3 64 121 71
(10,500) ! 2 I 2 8 1] 5 3 14 42 50] 1 1 64| 114 50
; 3 8 1 7 1] 5 5 31 29] 1 4 0 13
12 |Hillsboro PD 2 13 4 24, 59 1 388 11 15 36 341 1 3 7 9 106
(20,100) 1 3 38 11 45 1 5 33 32 3 7 9 46
5 1. 54 i 37 1 1 37 36 3 74 0 7§
12 {Tigard PD 1| & 13 3 “176 548 3 247 5 20 AN 38 [ 4 31 5 64
(11,000) 1 3 3 0 120 24| 37 3 2 38 35 3 A 30 [7 5t
2 4 4 EH i 5 2% 3 Z 63 28 7] /A 5 26 15)
12 [State Police 4 6 29 69 [ 7 5 27 3 2 113F 4 99 10} 510 5 2|
7 3 15 ] 3 3 5 3 1 103} 3 1 9] 510 L
1 4 4 1% 2 : 6 g 4 g 2 7 3 510 51 24
COUNTY TOTAL 1 23 93| 398 2340 | 5 4215 19] 273 50] 2190 549] 17 | 4801 9 | 43 425 465 873
(196,000) 2 22| 160 316 1194 {110 51309 36 ] 1| 531 4431 91 4011 5 28 425 429 458
: 6 36 0 284 | 1236 : 7 13] 254 48 1| 29 716{ 71 6821 2 20| 1 425 870 264
DISTRICT TOTAL 478 | 2449] 33721 21431 | 4111 245115799 | 805 | 655 1750 {] 2414]263 {1663 ] 47 30f 57 | 2004 3 5966
219 6221 1647 411 67 : 211 617} 1461 21151 113} 30 | 974 8 o1fl 2 57 789 45 1502]
139 ] 590] 1615 087 73 i 2091 1101 | 664 | 711 | 278 7621317 | 2117 | 26 97)| 9 57 | 3265 96 142}
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Table 4.3

District 3 = Page ! PART I - OFFENSES, CLEARANCES & ARRESTS PART IT OFFENSES, CLEARANCES & ARRESTS :
i . - DRUG ABUSE )
) é a H é § 2 s
L2 O = ] = = B o (o (o o ©
, 5g - Ela |y Sl 8 | & |a | 8| |28 18|z E| <28 o 212g lgl g S ool 28| .3
284 88 g3 18 & 35 35 [ wBull 8 wiGE] o [N|BE 2 Bl B =2 5 B |E5lEala B2 (=22 [GhEl BE| =51
B¢ H 2 BleiCel 2 (23] 8 | & |E2E|l &z | 8igk| S \d|a8) & BBl o |8 B IESICE|BEE) o | 5|88 (29| EE| 26
E5l EGl 212185 2 |82 & | % (8% 52 | 2|22 Z|g5ieg| 2| 2| |EE||BE |2 | £ |BslEe| G 5E| § | 2 |gs |38E| 55| 22
i - e AGENCY Q5 - g = a P =) - = Q < | O 1™ Brioy A =3 [ [= =3 a e = w [=} O =0 a (= RO <~ DH'M"I
‘ 011 (012} 02 | 03 | 04 05 06 07 ff 042 09| 1w0] 12f12[ 13} 14 15} 16 | 17 || 18 [181] 182 {183 | 184fi19 | 20] 21 22 | 24 | 26 28 29.
12 |Marion Co. S0 SIOEE[ 3] 31 33 321 170 57 1741 | 164 42| 15| 13{ 23 161121 5 125\ 162y & | 1241 5 29 17} 397 | 104} 711 706 37
cir | 3] 2| 8 103 17 328 52 3% 2 [ 11| 513 s 661 103] 1 2| 2 15,1 12] 397 93| 68] 494 315 -
. Arel 3 2 3% 101 141 16 18 2 2] 39 A 8 93] 3 7| 2 | 21 397 51 D] 44 72 [
12 [Aumsville ED OFE | 1 11 24, 2 15] 1 9 1 1 1 1 5 9 & 3 -
(1,475) cir | 1 3 A 2 150 1] 7 % 1 1 L 5 8 [A :
. Arr | .1 5 3 ] 1] 1 3 1 1 1 N 7 3 51
8 {Aurora PD Off 2 i > 1 2 6 - }
(500) : cir 1 i 1 3 1l .
Arr 2 j 1 1 ®
0 |Gervals PD ~|lo£E M) REPORTS RECELVED )
(820) cix - =
Arr . ; B
12 [Hubbard PD of 3 1 16 2 | 1 1 2 6 19 3 2 13f
(1,470) Clx 1 1 9 1 1)
Arr T A 7 A 2 1 1 9 1 1 5
12 [Jefferson PD OEE 9 28 83 A 0] af. 1 43 3 6 € 3 5 3 3 8 ig 22
(1,.300) Cix 3 10 27 7] 3 7 4 5 5 2 5 3 2 A 10 16
Arr ‘ g 10 29 i AN ] 3 6 6 1 5 35 1 5 15| 15
117 ut. Angel PD 3 [lo£E - 1 1 iz 47 ] 8 1| 1] 23 L 1 5 3 7L r 31 0 21 12 8
(2,540) Cic z 7 1 6 15 13 [ A 3 14 28 0 10 5 3
. Arr 1 6 5 1 5 8 8 3 3 2 % 28 2 12 5 3
6 iSt, Paul PD )34 1
(370) - lelLe i
. “ljaxrre : : .
12 [Salem PD 38 |pEE| 1| 2 | 42 82| 107 | 1642 | 5131 | 388 376 | 181 45| 135 431 1969 | 83 11 153] 6 { 113] 5 { 29 7321 171 136 747 95| 562 :
(80,000) ‘ cir| 1[ 2 3 59 423 | 1090 77 230 81 321 71 39} 103 [ 75 4 103[ 5| 75].3 | 20 321 | 109] 1221 454 4| 3 i
brr | 3 ) 51| 5 318 | 1237 7 201 9 41| 73 37, 113 | 75 2 1 3 163[ 14 | 127 | 4 | 18 3[ 32 76| 134 | 509 | 155| 1i8:
12 - Silverton PD DEf i 47 148 k 2 3 K 68 . 3 3 2 -5
(4 ,860) Cir i7 61 A 1 6 ] 3 3 3 1 E
hrr 3 3 56 7 6] 1 2 7 3 11 9 2 33 3 i7 27 2 g
12 Stayton PD 4 |pEE 11 175 ] 71 5 9| 1741 2. 127 Z 5 40 37 3 5 A 34 41 113 5 i .
(3,790) C1r 7 ; 37 2 6 51 55{ 3 5 3 3 37 35 2 2 4 35 58 5 10
fre | 2 17 2 2 3 3 1 9 8 1 % 43 1% 6 :
9 [Turner PD 1~ 1 [pEE 1 A 1 23 2] 5 2 19 i1 5 31 2 %] 3
(1,150) Clr ‘ g 2 1, 2 1 1 P 1 3
hrr - 1 1 4 [ 27
12 [oodburn PD DEE 1 33 | 103 384 32 61 81 7] 11 i38 | & § 5 11 6] 72 [ 4] 3 33
(10,200) Cir T 14 15 74 2] 1 — 15 [ [/ 3 17 21 1 25
. {hrr P 49 91 7 2] 31 & 28 1 [ 8 B _ 25| 17| 46 1 33)
12 BState Pollice ZIDEE 1|3 7 105 181 50 T104| 38| 12 18 1 37 | L 1 195 | 12 | 135 48l 1| 21 56 4| 3 142 2| .
Cle | | 1| 1 2 5 15 61 3 1] ¢ 10 319 9517 16 ‘ _ 568 | & 2|30 T
hrr] 3 2 1 23 32 711581 1 p 11| 13 3 65 52 - T | 1 5 325 6] . 21
ICOUNTY TOTAL "53 [DEE} 5| 7 | 80 | 122] 376 29 7960 | 665 %80 | 93| 93] 388] 2 | 63| 3600 | 119 273 || 5751 23 | 430 {12 | 110} 21 &40 14¢ 365] 260 | 1810
(173,300) Pir [ 51 5[ 18 471206 675 1637 | 171 306 | 20| 43] 150] 2 | 53 99 | 103 | 123 [| 354 16 | 276 |.5 | 57 i8] 14 337 | 833 | 1092
hrr | 10 10 601 152 556 | 1608 | 158 255 | 34| 501 91 54| 243 | 105 31 481 36124 | 2811 6 | 50 81 14¢ 79L| 2731 683
12 [Polk Co. S0 1 [{ofd 1 9] 3 31 34 129 156 20 21 1] 3411 6 8 6 60| 6 [ 40| | 14l 2] 5 3 52 101
: [cty 2 ] 6 3 35 13 1 i3 1 5 5 20 &5 & | 34 71 2 3 4 197 23
Ary] ] 6 4 20 5] 1 5 8 3 2 704 13 | ¢ 11 3 3 12
12 pallas PD - [ ofg 1 3 0 340 [ 1 201 11 8] 70 3| 160: 7 33 i 4 o[ 31 91 |
(7,735) el - Y 28 | .10 14 2{ 38 3] 3 5 b L i A 3] 2 41|
. Arr 0 30 7 5 3 2 2 2 2 1| 4 6 30 27
12 lindependence PD. Qff; 3 60 133 13 1 41 9 4 -3 5 3 . 1 3 6] . lﬁ - 16 ¢
(3,850) Clr 1 5 7 25 8 1 2 & 3 1 34 1 5 2
Arg 1 N p i0 18 ) iy 3 1 34 3] 3Ly .
12 Monmouth PD 0ff] 13 3. 168 3 14 | 94 70 S 1S 1 3 15 12 T B5.
6,135);. cid 6 25 3 ) 7] 44 3 2 5 5 5 — 9 17
: . Arg % 1 2 2] 1 2| 10 3 2 201 T 1 5 20 10| 33
12 Gtate Police i off] 5 15 2 g 3 3 5 2 13 37 17 o - 4
) €1 3 31 1 . i : -3 37 47
. Arr, 2 3 ; T 11 L : 5 . 33 33 47 12 3
i ‘COUNTY TOTAL T [{off 1| 9 | & 8 33 823 5 G4 [ 107} 2712101 1| 3| 367 1 1 1|2 541 6] 125 23] 2| 15| 238 | 101 74| 297
(41.,400) cif 11 2 3 3 3 ] 194 3 29 11 9] 991 1 At 57 . 113 | - 2771100 gl 11 ot 238 | 90l 52 3
- : Arr]_ 2 3 2 8 76 28 21 5[] 2] 2] 13 21 56 5 57 13| 128.1 1 | 15 1] 2387 198|891 80
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Table 4.3 (Cont'd.)

T

Distriet 3 Page 2 OFFENSES, CLEARANCES & ARRESTS PART I1 OFFENSES, CLEARANCES & ARRESTS e
[
!
8 & B & t
b & a f g = E % < [o fa 215 = ©
&2 cull 1ol x |Eal o | 2 2Bl 18l 8] B o |E|Ba sl 215 lgl.a A18. Eoal 2Bl .y
gs gg E‘ ::' ﬁ ::! A>g é aa"" 5‘1 ﬁm Nzl é = i n [ = SN =41 o>+ 4 acu E‘;H Eg <
B=x-] =< a wigwm a =2 g2nl B2 ZigEl 518|134 a 2 b |G|l o2 {8 2 JECIG8| B |26 w~ S |8 °8i| €81 28
Z B Sm [ = [~ m w3 [=3 oo &I v {2 (=) =z o = b 2B =1 e = g 2 & 17 ke (=} (<4 w = .-1 [ §>
%] B =] =] 38 2 QT Ba 2183 2 18|88 < # = |lBmll 2o | 2 < ZEZE[N 212l B 2 i858 383 55 B3
g:‘ AGENCY o < E § l&c§ = < m dgl’-" O < < | O b ol B > <3 £ [~ =] (=32} = z nZ|aa O jr O [=} =] (=R + < o B [T} oy,
) 012} 02 03 04 05 6 07 042 09 | 10} 11]12] 13 | 14 15 | 16 | 17 18 {181} 182 1183 1 184119 | 20 22 24 26 28 29
12 '|Yamhiil Co. SO Off 2 3 28 115 229 24 17 3 B &1 154 1A 16 1 34 [ 45 111 157 70
Clr 8 22 44 9 2 1 1 16 22 2 3 21 1 17 6|F. 57 21
Arr 1 1 5 30 4 2 8 1 1 1 8 7
3 |Amity PD Off 1 2 3 3
(970) Clr 1 1 3 3
Arr 2 1 3 3
12 |[Carlton PD Off 1 16 42 [ 11 4 3 4 25 2 & 3 28
(1,370) Clr 4 4 1| 1 1 3 1 4 6. 2 3
AT 1] 1 7 8§ 1
4 |Lafayette PD Off 4 f 1
(1,045) Clr 1
Arr . N
12 {McMinnville PD Off 1 6 15 540 0 ¢ 13 7 12] 38 12} 267 2 29 48 52 1
(12,640) Clr 1 4 32 8 7 8 4 41 12 3 36 2 30 48 3 :
AT 2 37 17 3 2 1 & 1 14 5 +8 48 3o 65 21
12 {Newburg PD (133 2 3 77 13 4 5 3 1] 100 5 1 8 77 1]
(8,120) Clr 2 3 3 20 5 4 6 4 3 1 1 12 4 11 7 48 (1]
i Arr 2 37 54 8 2 1 5 4 11 3 2 [:
11 |Shei:idan PD Off 1 8 25 1 3 1 1 1 5 [ 4 24 1 12
(2,240) Clr 3 1 4 2]
ArT 1 4
2 [Willamina PD (133 i 3 2 3
(1,375) lcir . 3
\rr 1 3 2
12 {Yamhill PD ££ 9 16 4 3 5 31 7 2 37 &b 25
(61) leix 1 1 4 3 3 2 3 1
f rr 1 & 3 1 3
12 lstalte Police I0££ 1 24 25 3| 21 L 4 1 1 € i 4 1
Clt 1 1 E 2 3 1 . 1 K: 3
. Arr 1 2 . 4 7 3 1 1 3 3
COUNTY TOTAL of 1 5 14 410 4 551 40| 31F 9 13] 61 20 7 484
(45,700) Cir 2 2 30 21} 1 10] 3 4 0 12 6 1 204
) rr 3 7 224 15 6 2 ¥ 12 4 0 127
[DISTRICT TOTAL O£ 89 1 3 3654 9507 579 1 143 1511 69 31 79] 4578 151 36 4112 259
Clr > 58] 2 839 2061 3561 331 62}-285] 3| 60} 836 | 123 26 71 5 9 137
Ary 16 681 2 719 1960 285 441 60] 110 581 341 | 122 4 9] 7 4 290
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Table 4.4 . V o ‘. ‘

District 4 Pagel PART I OFFENSES, CLEARANGCES & ARRESTS PART II OFFENSES, CLEARANCES & ARRESTS
’ DRUG ABUSE
’ - <t ) = £ 3 w
: oo = & = g = B = lo |u 218 = @
N o= Gy = Foy - 2] B, Hl = @ E i © Z s ols © n 3 E B~ @2 I8
o b 89 e 218 | B =5 % [ = a & Szl a 21828 =B B o < PR w [BEIEER| =B %8
-4 ug 713 S (g =3 é [} e O %g k] =] NEW g 3 =~ ooz =] [} "~ Q&) ¢ I e (=3 g2 O il Eﬁ ==
) Ec Euz a 0n oW = §< é © o»-nE: Tl < ou;‘:' S |lm]laa 8 v |aal] o< Qo ~ Euuu = d;g = 5 (oa O EEE" gm
- &) g2l |5 1Z/8%/ 58 |88 € | & (SEElE% | 2|88| £\2|Bg| 2| 5| 2 \EL||2E 2| £ |55|2] 2|55 E | g 25 |dEg 58| B3
o ! J%:r—; -AGENCY o"«.’ E = D«é &= < << ] — zgt-l 02 5 =G b |3 o B = = e [oofl & z = mégn G e O a -~ B0 ~ QA ey -
" i oll Jo12| 02| 03 04 05 06 07 042 [ o9 10 11]12] 13} 14 15 | 16 | 17 18 | 181} 182 (183 ) 184 )19 | 20| 21 22 | 24 § 26 28 29 -
; 12 |Benton Ce, SO Off Z 26 138 215 235 0 G 721 169 3 g 3! Y Y 3 [X] % 81 104 238 :
Cir 20 23 4i § 3 8] 13 7 L 6/ 39 1 36 2 E 3 0 5 54 20 :
Arc] 1 20 36 47 0 2 [ z 3 3 %5 1 43 3 0 6 62 35
12 | Corvallis PD 31 |[off 1 3 1 1 28C¢ 1 2021 729 104 26] 85 15] 348 5 1] & 188] 5 9 14 18 244 8 80| 23 S f2y .-
(40,180) Clr i 4 75 244 24 48 7 7 o 23 0 T 173 1| 160 2 13 244 66 67 64 4 6
. Arx 1 %110 10 5 282 32 % 8] 32 1ol _ 27 8 T 75 11 24 13 4 46 68 4 5 36
12 |Philomath FD 1 lJoff 12 18 3 7 51 13 3 1 i 2 5 [ 3 8
(2,160) Cixr 7 7 1 3 5{ 10 2 5 3 17
Arr 1 5 7 3 E 1 F 3| 3 5
. - 12 |Monroe PD Off 3 1 1 7 1 1 Z 17 1 1} N
¢ (485) Clr 4 0 21 { 3 3 4 [ 5 1]
P e, Arr ] A 3 g 1 5 6 [ i % 7 1 7 2| N
A 1Z {State Police 1 |off 10 35 4 2] 1l 2 2 41 35 3) i Uy
: Clr 1 ' & i 41 35 2
. i ArT A 1 - 20 7 2 - 1 1 1 37 33 33 9 4 .
" COUNTY TOTAL 33 J[0fE 1{ 10 15 67 450 2359 11 127| 12| 40| 12% 15] 56 32] 1| s8lf 286 257 23 220 4341 234 941 360 571 - 376 =’ -
. ~ {(85,600) cir 3 8 38 111 315 4 | 5| 320{ 53 9 [ 24 19 268 246 20 150 434 206 77| 129 54) 294
L Arrl 2 5 16 44 108 379 6 47 5 6l 41 11 H 23 20]1 362 342 18 . 434 | 346 89] 134 59] 102
12 {Lincolr Co. SO 3 l|off 1] 4 13 167 17 18 16 3] 14 56 1 1 46 1 10 21
Cir 1 2 5 6 2 [A 4 04 X 2
Arr ] 5 24 40 3 8 4 39 6 5| 1] 64 A 1f 713t a7 | 5
o . . 1% [Lincolu City PD CEF T 2 26 14 2% 8 8 i 6 1] 157 3 3 (i 8 251 € 1o] 37 2l 29
! (4,530) Clr 1 L 5 2 55 5 1 2 1 24 2 0 5 5 12 9
‘ Arr 7 5 4 1 L 31 3 L [ 3 A 51 9 1L 7] 3
“12 {Newport FD " 1off i 5 300 125 40 C 13 5| 58 2| 140 [ ol” 2. 2 4507, 2 4 77 5
(6,150) Cir| 1 5 k 10 € g 2 1@1 2 13 6 T Y . 50 35 5 27
Arr 8 0 € 5 4 3] 13 2 22 [ 5] E 50 "3 ] 10 31
12 [Toledo PD & [|off 12 5 7 i 13 3] 2] 271 36 4 4 7 1 3
(3,210) clx[ - ! | 0 5 12 18 7 4 4 7 1 L 2 N
Arc i 7 9 2 5 | 11 4] & 2 7 N
“12 |State Police Off 2 ] 53 120 13 € 71 5 10 3 1 1201 93 8 if_ 315 41 36
Clz i 3 3 7 2 4 2 3 00 93 if 315 ; 326
Arr E 3 2 i . 2] 2 2 3 7 68 A 313 158 5{ ‘61 5
COUNTY TOTAL 7 |Jo£E 3 10 8 51 101 119 | [ 201 20[ 173] 3] 397 14 3 ST_21 12 8 4 SI) 46| 173 6
(28,100) Clr 3 ] 3 13 5 204 51 34| 3 3| 59 1 2 i 23 0 1 2l & 481 40] 86 5
. arel 3 7 3 58 110 232 5 27 3 8| 56y 3 2 7 s 28 1 3] ° 7 2| 4 323 67] 135 1 7 y
.
Q& ' B b N
Ni
' ' i B
D ’ ’f e oy
l‘ s,
4 E
iy .
Lt i
3 i ) ‘.’ 5
o ) i i : i E
| L . - : d . - ALY ’;
b4 = N ! = ™ . o E - ’ » e i . . l'/
- w2 27 g W 7 i E 3 " N . Aty ey




‘fable &.4-(Cont'd 3
o

District 4  Pag

OFFENSES, CLEARANCES & ARRESTS

PART II OFFENSES,

CLEARANCES & ARRESTS

. =
: o g g g 2
e £3 [ & § = o < (o lwn 5 3 o £ |
Q -4 oy 1] (7] 12N 71} (7] = fing (] =z Hols (&) w0 [54 ~ 3= 15}
ok &5 " g1z |3y | o g zE elzEl 5128 |°8 Bl 2 (g8 2.8 = |Bg =Sl JE| a8
gz EE g E.l B |38 g |=BeilzS ! z|sk S|Eg| 2| 8|5 |z8 S| 2 |EcBald |88 o | B |58 I°5E| EE
g8 £ 2 28 & | &3 s |2Es| 23 | 2|82 gzl £ 3|8 gk % 5|52 5|88 & | £(25 l3EF &5 2B
2E| scmnar °=< 2 £ 2 | =% 5 |BEE&)| 54| Z|28 Giam] 2| B | 288 Z| 2 |5E&8) 8 |=8] B o |8 2SR 837 25
02 Q3 0% 06 07 042 10 12y 13 14 15 16 17 181 82 {183 | 184§ 19 20 21 25 26 28 28
12 |Lian Co. SO 15 128 B899 57 8 15 2 462 39 19 15 1 12 14| 30 29 363.1° 5 “191] -
5 69 105 12 3 0 68 21 7 6 4 30 88 5 1363
5 33 122 33 8 3 9 67 2 5 L 12 4 30 38 72| 5
. 12 jAlbauy PD 8 3 1035 153 97 5 8 200 1 23 15 1 17t - 7 74 36 4] - 129
(22,800Q) pd: 283 46 8 5 517 63 1 7 12 1 104 7 67 08 0 125
2 L 74 3 60 27 2 15 15 50 3 5 1 3 7 72 58} ° +51f
12 {Lebanon PD 4 s S 40 8 G 1 329 L 24 3 5 17 65 1 0. 61].
(8,530) 2 3 3 13 14 § 3 1 103 k 15 2 4 -5 65 114 0 - 45)
3 42 3 8 14 3 7 6 3 &4 € 1 35 381
12 |Sweet Home PD 4| 30 6 24 1. y 1 4 2. [1] 5 2] 4 7 591 26
(4,500) 1 8 13 35 3 3 0 1 0 4 3 5 13
L 14 2 29 4 1. L 4 14 L 5 4 7 13.f 5
12 |State Police Z 15 35 103 21 1 1. 13 61 15 3 6] 8 N
6 3 ~ 13 4 3 £ 54 i4 5 5
, 4 3 4 10 & 5 23 7 1. 1
CQUNTY TOTAL 2 4 33 27 283 3 10} 1084 61 74 3 3 49 1 7 6
(83,400) 1. 1 14 567 78 § 7 5 246 38 30 1 33 1 5
2 77 618 108 1 35 163 33 14 3 40 4
DISTRICT TOTAL 43 67 44y 177 520 23 28 Pi( 50 102 14 5 84 1 3
22 30 346 086 177 60 15 369 46 5 2 9 1 1631 3
20 50 79 219 239 65 49 301 63 3 4 5 1631 2
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Table 4.5

con

s

LR

Pistrict 5 PART I - OFFENSES, CLEARANCES: & ARFESTS PART IT " OFFENSES, CLEARANCES & ARRESTS
) DRUG ABUSE 5
! e =] z
i‘:l a 5 g I J g e

52 & E i 2 2| 28] || | B E |x ol 21248 |2l a 13, B o #2| .

NE=| ge =218 |2 |5l & 2 g g 2 & =Bl 2| 2|8|%a g1 2 |EElE [[&].8 = |58 E&8| -5l 8 .
EE g5 Bl3lo.l 8 138, & & |zBelm2 | =88] g |B|EE] 2| 8|2 |x8llezl8 | 2 |ESlEal 2 (BE] . S |z8 o8k EE| £5
SEE S4ll |5 122318 |88) 5 | 5 |SEElgd | E|53|E|5|BE| 5|5 |E(BE\EE (2| % |EEiZE|Z|3E| B | 2|25 [35g 25| g%

g'z: ' AGENCY ovq‘." (4 = § hé 3 - <t m (%] ZgF QO = < o 2 o e - = B o0 = = = = mZlaen e O =1 =] [~§ 5] < (S| 7oy

011 {012 02 03 04 05 06 07 042 09 10 11§ 12) 13 14 15 16 17 18 181] 182 (183 | 184} 19 20 21 22 24 26 28 29 ”

12 |Lane Co. SO 38 Off 24 2. 182 1108 2186 173 8 3 32 SH 1 927 3 43 1 173 8 201 696 102 85 761 5 10

- £ Clr 14 68 02 0 43 3 11 17 63 0 2 11 1 54 6 3 96 - 91 49] - 185 5 1

. Arr 5 { 48 15 2 3 £, 5 3 2 1 3 0 2 33 3 222 1 7 9, 161 214 4 69 1‘}
12 | Coburg PD Of: 4 3 4 . 3 3 1 !
. 1(840) [ 1 7 5 i -
y Arr i [c
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Table 4.12 (Cont'd.)

District 12  Page 2 OFFENSES, CLEARANCES & ARRESTS PART II OFFENSES, CLEARANCES & ARRESTS
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82 g 3 E > < é g F & E i Z |Bol8 o] o % E g . s 8 w
e ssll =208 (2 (S8 B |8 Lol Bl Ig8| .|5lzE] 51gl|E|°s E| 2 BEE 12|58 = 185 58] 25| 28
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2L AGENCY o< 215 |28 B << S i SEEN B2 <|LO| |kl ES = a |loofilee | Z z la2a8 wol a R 188 |2 ER= N A
o612 | 02 03 04 05 06 042 101 11} 12f 13 14 15116 | 17 18 183 118419 [ 20| 21 22 24 28 29
12 {Umatilla Co. SO 6 al 1 2 108 166 6 2 4912 1 74 10 1 83 1 11 17 88 12 103 2
: 2 9 4 iz 6 2 9 1 7 (] 4 10 10
. 1 4 1 26 3 [ 5 5 84 6 30 17
lAthena PD . 1 1
(970)
Echo PD 1 2
(520)
Hermiston FD 9 55 284 15 5 34 3 1 22 8
(6,640) 9 E 5 3 4 [ 3 1 19 17
7 15 6 6 4 2 il 17§,
Milton-Freewater 1 L 1 14 52 234 12 | 17 1 5 1 6 55 1
PD (4,500) i 5 45 4 4 1 2 2 1
L 3 43 33 1 2 : % 11 - g
iP{lot Rock PD 4 17 33 i 3 2 3 10 :
(1,715) 3 1 4 | 2 2 3 1 o
S 2 1 i 1 1 .34 5 L :
Pendleton PD 1 3 14 105 181 67 .9 231 1701 1 4 ] 10 4 K 7 4 78 23 1
(14,300} 1 1 4 4 23 32 5 6 401 1 2 49 3 2 2 72 0 0 23 1
2 1 27 18 1 5 2 7 22 | 3 2 3 7 9. 64 25
Stanfield PD D 3 10 25 2 1 13 1 i 1 5 11
(1,080) E 2 2 , ; T
3% 2 : 1 9 5
matilla PD DEE 12 46 53 18 14 7 7 3 7
(2,000) Clr 10 2 9 3 3 € 7 3 - 1
Arr | L 5 17 1 5 6 7 1 6
Weston PD DEE 2 L ' §
Je625) Fir
Arr 1 R N
State Police DE 5 4 2 95 13 1 8 4 61 1 748 )
) Y [2 1 1 1 3 3 57 1 748 ‘10 .
A1 6 10 3 6. i 3 J.26 748 S L
ICOUNTY TOTAL D. 1 13 22 196 5 160 300] 4 [ 80 +3 210 S 561 -
(50,000) C 1 3 5 7 61 384 5 641 1 3 9 3 . 0 2 42
A1 8 9 58 99 438 6 12 7 6 10 0. BT 43
Wheeler Co. SO L 11 25 i -1 1
1 4 1
5 3 1 5 5 .1 1
State Police 1 4 217 1t 1 3 3 4 -
1 1 3 3 4
Ax S 1 2. 2 oy
COUNTY TOTAL [s] 1 2! 1 1 g 3 3 LB
(2,030) C. 5 1 -1 1 3 + -5
Ix c E - Fl C —F T e
DISTRICT TOTAL 3] 3 1 16 22 | 21 899 1856 1 3 315 7 5 25 6 -6 -_134¢ B 713
C 2 4 51 11 17 414 ) 5 70 © 5 1 674 584 | 3 13 11348 2
12 10 73 128 496 3 20 5 2 531 2 1. 1.1348 5 -




Table 4.13
District 13 PART 1 OFFENSES, CLEARANCES & ARRESTS PART II OFFENSES, CLEARANCES & ARRESTS
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1Z |Baker Go. SO Off] 2| 1] 1 P 5 ig 2 2 % i 3 5 T 2 2 3
Cicl 2 7 1 11, T p 3 .
: Arr 41 . 13 3 2 2 2 8| 7 A p 5 1
12 |Baker ED T {{ofE 310 3 346 3 J 33] 3] 33| 163 195 5 478 2 | I A ’ 78 51| 282 54 5
(9,490) Clx 1 § o] 117 0} 33 21] 65 7 3 19 8 ’ 65 70 37l 50 8
Arr 1 2] 14 3 4 3 5 2| 9 1 3 P 6l_1 5 % 75 6] 10 8 of
17 |State Police off 1 3 1 30 5] 10 2 5 1 4 0 5 04 3 6
Clr 1 7 i L 1 3 9 ’ 10/ E 3 o
Arr L 31 B 3 71 2 0% 0 1 5l
COUNTY TOTAL T |[o£El__3] 11 4 315 i0 392 30 3 341 13| 33| 167 2061 2 71116 110 s 2| 14 23] 293 54| 85
(15,950) cir| 3l 1] 1 1 [ 2 13 10 3% 21 66 38 3 3l 102[ 1 7 % 3 2 17} 42 50 8
acr| 2 3 2014 23 5 24 1 B 2l 4 133 3 2 97| 2 3 2 1 21 1 32014 48 : fl
12 |Union Co. SO 1 |[0EE 3 78 0 2 4] 21 3 Z i i A il 23 B
Clr 1 1 1 1 % ; ;
Arr 3 i I 2 p Z .
12 |Elgin PD Off [ 1L 2% 3 i s 39 3 3 i 7 i3 ..
(1,615) clx 2 3 1 4 5 3 3 1 7 . 1
Arx 4 Z 5 4 4 15 1
- 17 |LaGrande PD 10 Hoff 1 2 A 0 512 10} 21 19| 69 31 191 ] 7 86l 11 79| 11 s Tli1 73 47 285 38 32
i (10,550) Gir] 1 1 7 5 12 10 17 3] 78 ] 5 77 72 5 73 39 71 4k 2
Arc| 1 1 34 2 82 7 5 11 41l 6 A 8 79 7 73 63 %] 12 4] z%'
12 |Union PD 1 3 5 3 57 30 g 9 3 5 % 511 2 i
(1,950) 1 1L 2 5 5 5 j 3 ™1
i 2 1 g 5 % 75 i F il
12 [state Police il 2 2 A 123 1 P 5 27 73 Bl 11 76 0 1 ¥ 5 7 1 s
T i) 47 S 3 i1 3 11 74 0 5 g 5]
74 10 5 3§ 8 i 58 3 5 5 13 9
COUNTY TOTAL ¥ il % 7 188 728 57 5 25| 103 3] 3041 1 i 21 169 6 1] 17 60| 105] 34 Z 53
(22,200) 1 1 5 28 188 31 / 12]_ 23 3] 38 1] 155 25 1 481 231 6 i 7
; 1 %] 50 27 165 23 5 9] 19 11]_ 55 ] 57 20 145] 43 150 13 3] :
12 Wnglowa Co. SO 4 1 2 2 i i
: 1 F 1 1 2 3 1
12 |Enterprise PD 1 5 5 3 X 8 11 35 1 " & 7 5 i3 5 2
(1,900) 1 5 2 1 % 2 13 1] 22 1 6 6 7 i 9 5 p.
: 1 3 3 8 5 5 5 7 6 1 2
: 12 {Joseph FD NOIRING T§ REPORT 1
. (950) RN -
11 |Wallowa PD i 5 P2 i 5 2 P 51 3 -
(905) 1 1 13- 21 -1 . S
3 = , 2 5 -
12 }State Police 3 19 1 N 1 3 34 2 32 40 4
Cir 1 j 33 1] 31 40 2 -
rr 7 1" . i 30 291 40 66 -
COUNTY TOTAL OEE 1 13 7 7 T -1 1 2| 46 3 1 40| 1| 38 2 ; 51131 2 5 q.
(6,880) c1x 1 3 16 5 13] 21 25 | 33 1 391 11 37 4 G 11| 121 5 4 .
At A 5 5 6 1l 10 ] 7 2 i 37 36 — X 750 31 & 3
DISTRICT TOTAL 13|pEE] &4l 2] 9 101 310 | 1191 97 51| 22| 59| 288 51554 | 401 | 171 355] & | 317 2 |32 3] 33| &7 45| 141 664 | 991 . 15
cir{ 4] 21 3 68 52 | 335 4 501 33 102] | 5] oL | 47 10| 323] 3 | 289 KT I 7 I ¥ 20 5L] 116 71 2 .
hrr! 4 5 68 50 268 53 26 2133 1295 1 16 9 [ 313 2 | 286 23 1] %17 | 355].. 78] 170 | 65,
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. (1,570) Clx ) 3 5
Arr 1 5 10 1
12 {State Police Off 1 1 9 2 1 1 7 7 21 1
Clr 1 1 1 1 7 7 21 1
Arr 3 1 2 1 7 7 2] 4 2
COUNTY TOTAL 3 l|off 1 3 25 61 183 15 4 2 S g 7 5 3 3 1 6 15 23 27 . 20, !
| (7,500) Clr i 1 17 6 36 9 1 2 4 1 2 L3 3 6 15 19 2 6 14) !
o Arr : 2 4 15 23 13 3 2 5 3 6 6 1 66 46 9 6 13 6l :
‘ 12 |Malheur Co. SO Off 1 4 23 42 3 15 3 3 ' 1
Clr 2 11 2 3 3
Arr 1 1 1 3 4 1 1 3 3 3 L 1
12 iNyssa PD Off 1 2 23 8 4 2 3| 19 12 68 5 3 3 5 44 2 80 84 4 5 -
(2,775) Clr 1 6§ 14 1 1 4 1 2 1 1 44 13 2
Arr 6 3 12 2 2 3 3 3 [ 15 27 10 3 4
12 |Ontario PD Off 2 5 7 113 644 31 21 14 73 1 3 7 21 10 9 2 40 45 381 170 32
(7,910) Cir 3 1 A 110 17 3 2| 22 3 3 8 7 40 3 o1 1 16
Arr 3 3 4 23 4 3] 15 1 1z 7 30 27 2 1 40 14 4 3 23
12 |vale PD Off 2 3 2! i 4 4 10 1 3 3 35
(1,790) Cir 2 3 1 4 2] 1 1 13 3 2. 5
Arr 2 2 1 13 2 3
State Police Off : 2 23 31 10 10 4 3 4 1 1 1 L 4 7 :
Cir 3 5 1 1 4 1 1 § 4 6
Arr 1 2 9 18 5 3 2] 4 : 44 6 5 1%
COUNTY TOTAL Off t 8 1 195 828 49 25} 131 17} 100 134 395 16 33 5 2] 14 37 7 125 264 4 4
(24,60%) . - [iclx 1 3 7 38 149 22 7 1 3} 29 4 9 5 1 L 1. 37 5 39 26 2
: . LArr 2. 3 6 11 41 139 34 6 4 417 1 8 14 3 46 31 2 1 37 204 81 24 6 41 ¢
DISTRICT TOTAL 1 3 ||OfE : 4 11 41 25 1011 64 2 15| 22| 109 131 474 1 33 39 38 1 2} 15 444 86] 148 291 10 [
Clr 1 4 24 44 185 31 1 a1 33 ) 25 1 5 35 34 1 1 444 66 58 38i 6 3
JArr 3 8 25 56 162 47 4 6l 22 1 25 7 3 62 59} 2 1 2 [17 2501 - 110 40 19 4
STATE TOTAL 576 ||0£E} 971202 | 828 3100]| 65 39446 8410 - 9442 [l - 5626 1270193 481133 | 454[32451 [1513 | 663 (2804 || 95181427 17847 | 89 [1044)i 81[727 {25345 | 5699f 4582]19690
Clr; 75}110 | 358 551 33 5731 1 16267 Q011 3671} 170 .48 15, 18| 156] 3185 668 4 | 518 2637130 .{ 6447 § 33 6531l 18164 | 23345 | 3995| 2622] 6190 |~
rr} 138} 7 | 269 26} 2514 5534 7031 2243 1766 | 303} 65211206] &1 494| 3259 11351 {732 | 615 }|10656}461 {93411 77 77711 361106 | 23345 | 12727} 4607] 7003 .
State Police 22 [ Off 15 72| 355 1384 2631 558 186 | 415 10L} 33 5—1 4] 16 37 | .13 21 77| 3604} 60 |3149] 12 [383 6] 24 17 37 31} 499
Total Clx 14 12] 172 155 380 13 30 43] 13f 96} 1 7 48 2 1§ 291] 3437} 54 13038 11 {334 2| 14 17 27 17] 236
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SECTION 5

COUNTY ARREST DATA BY
' AGE GROUPS




TABLE 5.1
BAKER COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976) ',
10 & 13 to | i [ 25£0130 0|35 tol 40to |45 £0]50 to] 55 to 60to |65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL
OFFERSE  |under |11-12] 14 15 26 4 17 | 18 {19 20 ! 21 |22 |23 [24 |29 3¢ (39 |44 149 |54 159 |64 lover |JUVENILE|ADULE
5 MURDRR l 1l 1 | 1 2
o |msLIER, - , ! :
.. |FoRg.RaRE_ 1 1 1 : 3
ROBBERY 2 ' ! : ‘
Ae. asstr. |1 ' 1 f 120 2| 1 1] 1 4 10
: RURGLARY 2 . 2 3! 1 0 13 .
v TARCENY | S 10] 13| 10 6 3. 51 11 5i 16 2 3] 4 1 1 1 so |48, .
W.Y. TAEFT i 1) 3] 24 5| 1 2 bk T 1 ' 1z |12
O ASSLY. 2 2 1, : L 1 2 6]
ARSON ' ? : | I
FORC/COUNT. L 1 ! 1! ! IS S
FRAD - 1 Ll 1y i 1l f 1l b
EMBRAZ. ! ’ L R
. ©IS'TLN . PROP. 1 : ' 1 I’: B
Yofvmmattsy |71 6! 3] 4| 1] 2| 3 1 2 2 2 : 23 | 10
©lwmavous ) ’ 1 ' : 1 ' . | e 1 1. 2
PROSTIIUL, | L 3 l ’ doo
sEX OFE. | i 1 T ' 1 . 2
DRUG_ABUSE 1| sl o4l 11| 12 12! 12 9 7 31 s sl 74 4 1 : 33 64
CAMBLING ' ? S ..
TAMILY OFF. o1, ? .
DULT ’ 1] 3] 3} 7t 7} a1i 3i 70 3, 320 15! 16 18 1s' 12 12} ol 8 4 1178
LIQ. LAWS 4l 12 | 24| 27| 24| 221 16| 1!l s 1) 3 1 1 2 | 67 .70
DIS. COND. N D0 DS U AW D B 6 DO S sl 1t g 2] 2 1)1 7 4. 25._
ALL OTHER 2| 3 1l 2 1 | S L | 1 ‘ 6 ; 8.
CUIFEW il 1 gl 71 17l 12 1] 1 ; | 46 b 2.
RENAVAY 4 sl o1a 5 2 26 o
g T0TAT, 17V 201 45! 59 | 80| 73| 54| 52 | 481 33| 23| 26| 10! e5] 26| 28! 26 2] 170 141- 11} 11 294 4
B !
ol
3 -\.‘ ,

4 6'91:% a
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TABLE 5.2
BENTON COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976) 7 ‘ 5 .
10 & 13t | i S 25t0 |30 to[35 to| 40to |45 0|50 tol 55 to| 60td 65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL. |

{oFFENsE  finderill-12i14 | 15 |16 | 17 | 18 {19 | 20 ‘L 21 j22 |23 |24 |29 3% |39 (44 49 |54 |59 |64 jover |JUVENILE ADULT |-
MURDER ] 1 I R 1 4o
MNSLTER, _ 1 IR
FORG,BAPE_| 1 4 f s
ROBBERY 2 1 i 1] 31 6 ’ PR
AG. ASSLT. 4 3 5 1 3 5 1 6 5 2 12§ 32
BURGLARY 4 23) 101 14! 14 8 3 3! 9 2 1 7r 31
LARCENY | 11 491 361 36| 39| 370 32! 20| 19! 10f 15! 11| 30| 6 6] 6] @ 1] 177 | 202
M.V, THEFT 13 10] 10l 3 sl 3] 4] 31 2 4 3] 1 il 36 26
OTI  ASSLT. 3 1 2] 2 2| 2 3 3 3 3 1] 11 4 1 1 1 12 | 35':
ARSON 1 1 1 3 2
rore/oomnt | 1 1 2 3 3 3 1 7 12
FRAUD 5 2 31 4 7 4 3 1 1 6 2 7.1
ENBEYA. - B
| STLN,PROP, 1 2 ’ 1 7
VANDALISH | 1 2 8 8 R 3l 2 1 1 2| 1) 1 1] 27
luravons ﬂ 1 1l 3] 6 V L 1l 1 ' 7]
PROSTITUT, '
SEX OFF. i 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 3 3 v 2 1 5
DRUG_ARUSE 1| 14] 25} 3% 45| 391 43) 33| 27) 240 21! 14| 37 5 1 2 116
GAMBLING ‘ ' ‘
FAMILY QFF. N ; :
DULL 1| 10f 10} 15| 13| 35! 29{ 26| 14| 82| 42! 31 36| 30| 21! 22| 1| 6 11
lLIQ. LAWS 2p 21y 25| 54| 50| 78] 42| 41| 12| 10 2] 4 ] 1 152
DIS. COND. 1] -2 50 s 70 9ol 7| 71 3 41 211 1 2 1 4 I - Y
ALL_OTHER 1 50 9 120 17/ 10] 9| 16! 3l 8l 2| 14 4l sl 1} 2 3 4 32 4.1
CURKEY 16] 7 21] 15 B 1 59
IRUSAWAY 1y 40[ 43! 10 8 102

P . . - . \
TOTAL 17 | 24| 202] 186 | 201 | 228] 222| 180 | 151| 133] 96! 93| 55| 248| 81| 53] 57| 44| 40} 27| 12| I1| " 858
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TABLE 5.3
CLACKAMAS COUNTY - Total Arrests {(1976)
16 & 13 to " f 25£0 |30 to[35 to| 40to [45 to|50 to| 55 tol 60to 65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL
OFTENSE  funderill-1214 | 15 |16 | 17 | 18 ;19 | 20 : 21 j22 |23 |24 |29 |34 39 |44 |49 |54 |59 |64 jover |JUVENILE ADULT
HURDER. 1| 1] 1 1 1 1 3 | 3
MNSLTER, 2 . 2
ORG.RAPE. | 1 1 2{ 2| 1{ 2 | 1. -8
ROBBERY 21 6] 2| 2 2l 4 2 5 2 1 i 12 22
AG. ASSLT. 2t 8| 6| 10| 8 gl 4 sl 7 3l 4 61 220 17| 14 8 3 4 1 2} 34 108
HURGLARY. 1) 27] 76 | e8| 46] 20 | 36l 17l 11{ 6 5 2 1] 1 7). 4 3 - 257 1 103
TAKGENY | 31 59 164 ; 103 | 101 97 561 33 325 15 “_15,;; 17 18 34 23 13 6 4 3 5 2 4 555 280 _
M.V. THEFT 1} 13} 33} 20! 22| 15 33| 4 2j 3 1 2 1 ‘ 89 I 36
fornasser. | 2 1] 8] 2] 1 s| 6 6] 2 2 3, 8 3] 2] 2] 2 1 W [ 49|
ARSON 2{ 9 2 1] 2 § 1 1 18 &
FORG/COUNT. 1l 21 1 1l 1 1 1 1 12 1 1 6 9
ERAWE. . 3 &1 3 4 3 4 3 6 5 2| 1l 1| ul 5| & 3 u | 75
EMBEZZ. ! n .
|STLN.PROP. 3t 2} s} 34 2 1 1 1 i ' 13 6.
VANDALISM | 201 21: 56 25 34 22 11 .12 4 6 4i 2 3. 6 41 2 i 178 _ 55
UFAPONS 4 1) 5| 4 R 3 o8l 1l 1] 2 14 2%,
PROSTITUT. | , N : b i
STX OFF. B 1 4 il 2 21 ] 2] 31 3 ! 1 1 I 2
DRUG ABUSE | 2| 31 ) 28] ssf 75| 71l sel 34| 28 § 2319 | 12 51, 13 3 |2 o 192§ 3IS
|ommione | | i " 1 ] 3l 1) ] 1 - 8.
IFAMILY OFF. g 1 2i 2. 2t 2 1 | . 10
DULL 1 9] 20 36| 35 37) 44 ] 41 36 | 38! 161y 1411 1211 1461 1007 921 670 36l 26 30 1155
L1Q. LaWS 17| 19| 63| 8 92| 35| 22| 3| ‘4 3 2t 1y 2p 2 1 3t 183 170
DIS. COND. 2| 30 1z | 18| 24 | 20f 7 19| 17 [ 33 17 | 12 30f 3ol 8 4l 3{ 1| 3| | -] "6 ;. ‘184 |
ALL OTHER 6] 8| 41| 49| se| 31| 41l 41 39} 32 0 1si 14 | 18| 77! s6| 42| 23| 19 ‘14 7| 21 8| 193 |- 448 |
éﬁn{igy ﬁ 2 91 46 | 671 571 47 _ L 228 cui
RUNANAY 3] 14l 831 s8 ' 7] a7 o 22 |1
TOAL 76 | 1501 577 1 489 | 538|495 | scal 263| 2230174 [ 2381233 | 226 | 4a5| 323 2320 210 339 | 1131 oaf 44l 40 2325 | 3101
e ¥ : s ‘ * ) = s W :ﬂ it ): ‘ T .




TABLE 5.4

CLATSOP. COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

= 10 & 13 to ! [ 25t0 |30 to]35 to| 40to [45 to|50 to|55 td| 60eo 65 & {ToTAL | TOTAL
OFFENSE  |underil1-12{14 | 15 |16 | 17 | 18 119 | 20 | 21 |22 |23 |24 {29 3¢ |39 |44 49 |54 159 |64 |Over |JUVENILE ADULT-
MURDER . 2 ' 2
MNSLTER, | 1 - ,
TORC.RAPE | . G 2
ROBBERY 1 1 6 | 2
AG. ASSLT, 1 3 4 3 6{ 6 1} 2 1 3 1 1 13 40
BURGLARY_ 13] 10{ 11 9| 11 5] 2] 10 21 1 1 1 46 39
TARCENY 6 19] 12 17 22 10/ 6 3 2l 1 4l 3l 1 9 8L | &7
M.V, THEFT 7] 6] st 6j 1 1 2 1 1 26 | 12
0TI ASELT. 1 4] 1 4 4 5| a4l 2 1 15 | 25
ARSON 1 T SR
FORG/COUNT 1 1 ! 1 1! R 3
FRAUD. 2] 1] 1 2 1 il 1 2| 4 3 1 T el Tl
EMBEZZ. I
STLN.PROP. 1; 1 2 2 ’ ; , 61
VANDALISH | 1 5 4 74 5| 8 &l 3{ 1] 3] 31| 2 2 2 27 3
WEAPONS AEE 2 1 1] 1l 1 ' 8 6
|PROSTITUT, ! ' —
SEX OFF. 1 P 1 1 ‘ A
DRUG_ABUSE 41 3] 1] 4| 12| 12| 8| 8 2] 2| 5 1w} 5| 1 IR 66
CAMBLING - ‘ 5
FAMILY OFF. |l , g
DUIT 3 10] 10| 19] 22| 24| 20{ 27| 22" 98 437 56| 50/ 44 38 31| 21 | 18 . 13 | 543
|L1q. LAWS 1 15{ 18] 62| 120| 124| 102| 58| 16 4. 51 of 1 2 1l T 1l 1 ” 216 324
DIS. COND, 1 3 1 8 4 9 1; 1l 171 9 5 4 v 1 711
ALL OTHER 5/ 6 1 s 71 ol 10! 6 13l 1 2 2 4| 2l a5 1 95 |
CURFEY 131 14! 24 32 1 83 . 1
RUNAVAY 1] | 8 9 3 j o Ly
TOTAL 7| 24| 113} 97| 158 232| 195| 175| 128! 100| 43; 52| 541 186] 90| 82| 64| 56| 44 37| 24 | -20{ 631 | 1350 .




TABLE 5.5

K

COLUMBIA COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

10 & |~ |13 td N 25t0 |30 to|35 to] 40to |45 to]50 to|55 to| 60to |65 & |TOTAL

OFFENSE  |under {11-12| 14 15 (16 | 17 | 18 {19 |20 | 21 f22 |23 |24 |29 34 |39 |44 [49 {54 |59 |64 |Over |JUVENILE
MuzOR 1 2 r
MNSLTER. 1 1 2
FORG.RAPE__ 1 1 1f 1 1 5
ROBBERY 11 1 . 3 -
AG. ASSLT. 1 2| 1] 2 2 2 2l 1] 2 1| 2 2l 1 6 21
RURGLARY 4 5] 11] 10 5 2 6 1] 1t 1 3 35 | a5
LARCENY 3] 17| 20] 24| 23| =2l 7] 4 l a4l 3l sl a1l 2l 4 108 37
M.V, THEFT 1 5 : 2 9 2
OTH.ASSLT. 2 2 1 1 1 2 1 4 1 1 1 11

ARSON 1
FORG/COUNT 3 1 L

FRAUD _ 2] 1 1 2

EMBEZZ. )
STLN.PROP. 1 1 2.
VANDALISM | 14| 12 7 7 7 1 3l 1 sl 4] s i 5 1 52

WEAPONS 1 2 1 1 4 1 1 3
PROSTITUT. , K ’

SEX OFF. 4 1 i 1) 1 1 5
DRUG_ABUSE 1] 18| 20 ol 12] 8] 11 5 5 2| 15 2{ 1 ' 58

GAMBLING .
, |FAMILY OFF. 1 : 1

DUIT 2 4l 3} 13} 141 16 3t 11 50 39| 42! 28} 271 331 19 6] 11} s 6

LIQ. TAWS 1] 13| 13) 34| sif 3| 38| 25| 5| 4 2] 1§ a1l 1] 112

DIS. COND. | 2 5 4 9| 11 7] 11} 11l 12 5 2, 4l 12 6 S S N I % 3 R R | 38
ALL_OTHER 3 8i 104 5 3 3 3 3 3 2] 9 6 2l 91 "4 1 1l 29

CUREEY : 6 41 3 6 ' : 19,

RUNAWAY 24 17| 260 18| 4l 1 87

TOTAI 19 | 48] 200] 123[ 139 | 136| 75| 98] 671 52| 27 33| 24]106| 67| 46l 34| 49| 31| 15! 12| 6| 565

2
Y




. TABLE 5.6

CO00S COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

10 & 13 to 25t0 |30 to|35 to| 40to 45 to|50 to|55 tol 60to 65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL
OFFENSE . |umder11-12/14 | 15 [16 | 17 | 18 |19 |20 | 21 |22 |23 |24 |29 (3 {39 |44 |49 {s& |59 |64 lover |JUVENILE ADULT
MURDER
MNSLTER, 1
E"RC.RAPE 1 2 2 2 1 8
ROBBEKY 2 2 4
 AG._ASSLT. 2{ 6] 21 2| 7| 3 s| 4l 4 2] 13 2l 5| 1 19 57
|BURGLARY 3| 8| a4l 34| 28| 25| 12 7 2| 10 s| 1 2l 1 142 64
LARCENY 22| 30| 77| s4| 37{ 44 46y 30| 26| 17| 15] 1 27| 25| w1} 5| s| 5| 1| 3| 4l 264 | 237
M.V, THEEFT 21 241 14 9 7 4 1 4 68 16
OTiL.ASSLT. 1] 20 4l ol 2l 20 2} 2¢ 4l 5t o) 32| s st 3} 3| 3 3] o 1 9 50.__]
ARSON 1 24 1 2 3 1 1 9 2
FORG/COUNT 1] 4l 4 1 4 1 1] s i 2! 1 _|._23
FRAUD 1l 4 ol 6| 2| 28) 21| 2| 5| o 1! 3 1 2 | 99
EMBEZZ., ' o
STLN.PROP. 1 1} 6 6| 1 14 3
VANDALISH 6 25| 6] 2| .5 9 4 7 1] 3 1 1 1 1 48 43,
WEAPOHS ' 1| 1} 3 6 1 3 15,
PROSTLTUT. -
SEX_OFF. 1 2] 1 2 1 1 2| 1l 2 1] 2 3 13
|DRUG_ARUSE 2| 8| 16| 22| 37| 51| 34| 27] 23| 22y 20 .26 | 49! 13| 4| 3 1 85 | 273
GAMBLTHG L
FAMILY OFF, 1 1 2 1 5
DULL 1 3| 5| 11| 22| 32 | 45( 46| 30| 35 | 24 1148 | 109} 103 75| 73| 71i 60| 34| 18 20 | 925
LIQ. LAWS 6 27 31| 54 83| 108 | 75 71 5 5. 1. 1 3 1 , 5 201 275
DIS. COND. 1{ 5| 9| 9| 12| 24| 8| 16| 6| 14/ 10 | 11| 38 17 5| 6| 2| 4 2 36| __164
ALL OTHER 71 41 240 91| s| 14| 10| 7| 9 6l 7! 31 12! 6l 121 8 1 75 | ..103 |}
currEw | 2| 3] 14| 18| 8| o 1 s4_ |1 |
R OUNAWAY 3} 20 3] 463 27] 9| 1 133 | 1
TOTAL 45 | 74| 297 273228 | 279 | 306 {217 | 224 | 132 ] 119206 | 84 | 362 [ 202 | 1531118 [ 302 | 93} 741 as| 5| 1196 | 2382

o



TABLE 5.7

CROOK COUNTY — Total Arrests (1976)

10 & i 13 ta ‘ ﬁi ’ 25t0130 to|{35 to} 40to 145 to|50 toi55 to| 60to {65 & |TOTAL TOTAL
OFFENSE  |under11-12| 14 15 16 | 17 | 18 119 20 ! 21 |22 |23 |26 |29 (34 |39 |44 (49 54 {59 |64 |lover |JUVENILE ApULT
MURDER
MNSLTER.
FORC.RAPE_§ !
ROBBERY 2 2
Al AMSSLT.’ 2] 24 3 1 2 2 2] 2 9 12
BURGLARY. 6 3| 3 2 2 4 1 1 1l 1 14 i5
tAaRcENY | s 12t 10] 5| 3] s 6 2 3 2 2 2 3 40 38
M.V. THEFT 4 4 1 1 1 1, 0 2
OTil ASSLT. 1 i 1! 1 1 1 5]
ARSON 2 | L 2
FORG/GOUNT 1l 2 _ % 2 3 2 _|
FRAUD 1 . 1 3 LA
EMBEZ7. ! 2L _
STLN.PROP. 1; % e L N —
VANDALISM 2 1 1 il 5 (o lgh 2 1 2 1 1 13 8
WEAPONS ___ 2] 2 . 2| 1| 2 1 2 :
PROSTITUT.. : ‘= . -
SEX OFF. 1 R 1] 2] 2 6T
DRUG ABUSE 1 6 2 3 8 11 8 & 6 8 3 10 5 1 12 64
GAMRLING 1 2
FAMILY OFF. i
DUZT 1 8 s| 6] 10 9 8| 11| 22 197 12| 21 3! 10! 18] & 7 1| 173
LIQ. LAWS 13] 32| 30| 52| 64l 65] s0 6 2. 3} 1 4 1 1 127 197
DIS. COND. 2 6 71 s 3 1 | 3 4, 1) 1 7 2] 1 2 1 1 1 23 . a7

“lary, omHER 3l 3| 3l 1 6 3i 21 1l 3] 5 3l 2| 3] 1 9 1 .3

CURFEW 2 1 7 8! 10 3 31 b
RUNAVWAY ) 3 71 4 L L
TOTAL 9i 161 54! 8s5) 72! 82| 97| 101 81| 32| 33] 26| 25| 61| 37| 30: 26 9| 16 19]°5 8 318 606

CLT




TABLE 5.8

CURRY COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

18|’

13 to 25t0 30 to|35 to| 40to (45 to|50 tol55 to 60to ias s |TotaL | ToTaL
IOFFENSE 14 15 |16 | 17 | 18 20 | 21 |22 23 44 59 Over JUVENILEI ADULT
MURDER ]
ENSLTER,
FORC.RAZE L
ROBBERY 2
AG. ASSLT. 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 8
BURGLARY 3 4] 4 7 9 4] 2 3 3 50 2) 19 30
LARCENY 3l 7 7 6 s 3| & 2 11 3 1 21 | 38
M.V, THEFT 2 1 1 2 L
OTU,ASSLT. 1 i 1 - 1
ARSON 1 1 1] 1]
FORG/GOUNT , 1 1j 1 13
FRAUD 2| 1 2 2 2 1 2 2 L 11
{EMBEZZ. B L
STLN.PROP. 1 1 2
VANDALISH 5] 1] 3 5[ 1 2 1 1 17 0
WEAPONS 2 1 3 1
PROSTLTOT. _
SEX_QTF. 1 3
DRUG_ABUSE 2 5 6 5 2 3 5 7 29
GAMBLING
FAMILY OFF.
DULL 4 5| 3| 4| 11| 41 2 19l 22 34f 10f 9] 16 11 4 | 148
LIQ. LAWS 4 2! 5] 10 11| 16| 10 N 1 - 22 39
DIS. COND. 5 5| 2 3 2 il 2 1 1, 1 s 34 3 3 2y 1 16 25 |
ALL OTHER 1 1 10 1 2 3 1 2 | 8
CUREEH 2 1) 4 ‘ ) 1z
RUNAWAY 6 8 3 1 2 | 1

1 ) ‘ ‘

11oTAL 290 311 36| 47{ 48 34) 32| 24| 12 56/ 300 24 14l 15 24 14| 155 | 367

9LT



TABLE 5.9

DESCHUTES COUNTY - Total ArrestL31976

10 & 13 to i 3 25t0 |30 to]35 to| 40to |45 to]50 to|55 td 60to|65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL
|OFFENSE  jinder 111-12| 14 15 |16 | 17 | 18 |19 | 20 ' 21 J22 |23 [24 |29 [3& {39 |44 |49 |54 |59 |64 lOver |JUVENILE| ADULT
_P_x_'l{?_ﬂﬁR i 1 1 3 2
MNSLTER.
FORC.RAPE | f 1 1 1
ROBBERY 2 1 { 1 3
AGy ASSLT. 1 3 1 8 1 2 1! 3 2 61 7 6 A 1 3 9 48
BURGLARY 2 2 6 s| 1 8] 121 1| s 1} 3 6 4 31 40
TARCENY. _ | 18| 15| 43) 36} 470 _36] 25{ 19l ol 33l 13| e} 7| 37 9 4 A 4 20 6 195. | 165 ..
M.V. THEET 2 5 6 10 1 1 b1y 1l 1 1 1 1 27 10
CTIASSLT. 1] 2 11 Y Y Y Y Y 3 | 22 |
ARSON 1 1
FORG/COUNT 1 1, 1 3 1 2 |1
FRAUD 1 1 3; 2 5 1 2 2 1 it
EMBEZZ. _ . ! t R _ .
|STLN,PROP. ? 1 1
VANDALISM | 3 8 5 4 6 2 4 4 1 1 1 1 26 i4
WEAPONS 3 1 1 2 il 1 1 1 i 1 5 8
PROSTLTUT. ir e
SEX OFF. 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 ) Z X
DRUG ABUSE 6 9 30 38 39 40 21 16 16 161 19 36 10 3 1 83 . 217
GAMBLING
FAMILY OFF. 5 it 1
DUIT 10 2 11} 17) 22} 25| 33] 32' 27| 22 101 | 63! e0; 571 46i 35. 40| 26] 9 14, | 615
LIQ. LAWS 1l 7| 12] 29| aa| a2] 35| 17| 2] 1: P20 1] 1 93 | 103
DIS. COND, 4] 3 30 10f 4] 12l 14 5i 20 7 4 2 1 1} 0 ;99 |
ALL OTHER 1 4 4i 6 6 3 3l 6 6 4 11 9 6 3 2| 2 31 66
URFEW 1 18] 14l 8 5 1 46 1.
RUNAWAY 1 71 18| 28] 21 3 B
TOTAL 28 | 287 120| 129] 165 | 181 154{ 161| 991 98| 85] 73| 64 | 231 | 120| 90; 73| 60| 44| 47| 30{ 20 651 | 1449

LUT

W

RO e



TABLE 5.10

DOUGLAS COTNTY — Total Arrests (1976) 3

- hos 13 to ; ' | 25t0 130 to|35 to| 40to [45 to]50 to| 55 to| 60to |65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL
OFFENSE  hmder|{11-12{24 [ 15 |16 | 17 | 18 {19 |20 | 21 {22 |23 |24 |29 {36 {39 {44 |49 |54 |59 |64 lover |JUVENILE| ADULT
vx‘fURDER" . 1 2 1 2
MNSLTER. 1 1
* - |FORC.RAPE | 1 1, 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

s+ . |ROBBERY 2 7 3 7] 31 2 3; 1 5 3 2 12 28
AG:ASSLT. | 1| 5| 3] 4l 5 71 3] o 2| 6] 3] 5| 25 13| 1| 7| 5| 6| & 1 26 | 107

: RURGLARY, 51 8] 36) 31| 441 31t 14| 13§ 7 8! s 71 17l 13 1 1 155 95 ,

: TARGENY 4) 27| 75| 33| 71| 58f 48| 48| 32{ 21} 111 10| 6| 40} 15 70 6] 7] 1| 2/ 3] 1| 2 | 258 .
M.V. THEFT 3| 22| 17| 23| 8] = s| 4l 2 1) 4 73 28 | :
OTIL.ASSLT. | 3] 44 st o1l 1 4l 31 3l 6| 2| 6 sl s 1f 1l 1 13.] - 47|
ARSON 41 1} 2| 2 2 1 1 1 15 4 1
|Fore/couny. 1] 2] 1 2 1 1 1 1 5 6 ¢

FRAUD | 1 1| 1| 1) 20 21 3 2 2] 3] 12§ 8 6| 3 2 4 | 45

S |EMBEZZL . | i

- {STLN.PROP. i| 1 3 3 1 2 4 2 1 8 |19 |
VANDALISM | 19 | 271 17| 14| 16| 19 7 wl .6l 4l 3| 3l 3l af 3] 1l 112 70
WEAPONS 1 1] 2] 2 1 1 2 5 3l 512 ‘ 5 431
PROSTLTUT. 1| ~
SEX OFE. T3 3] 3 2 o 1| 1] 3 s | 3| 3| 3| 1] 3 9 25 | o«
DRUG_ABUSE 2| 25| 32| 71| 58| e6| 70| 62| e0] 46] 45! 21| a7l a2 7] &4 . 20 188 | 492 |
GAMBLING | ] 1 iz 5 2 3 1 ; 13
EAMILY OFF. _ 1 N 1) 1 ’ e 1t 3 |
DULL 1 2| 9| 19) 26| 42| 36| 55| 46 59| 54 ;190 148 139 94 | 218} 77 58| 31| 30) 31 | 3203
LIQ. LAWS 1 9| 21| 47| 63| 92| s2 | 42| ol & 4] 1| m|_ 3| 2 2] si 2| 3f° 4 14 | 236
DIS. COND. 1| 5| 6] 11 9| 11y 6| 17| 12| 18 17| 15| 41| 18| 18] 9 8] 4| 1 1 2 32 | 198
ALL OTHER 4 1| 15) 19| 29f 21| 15| 13| 15| 10l &} 1s] 9| 371 16| 13| 81 s| 1| 2 3| 89 | 166
CURFEH 1 6] & 9 ' | e 29 | ’ =
RUNAWAY 3 5| 18] 17} 10 8 , ‘ ‘ B NN 5 N P SR
TOTAL 43| 81| 2451213 | 374 | 3221 301} 277 | 253 198! 166 180} 133 | s07 | 282| 2025|1571 159 | 97| 79! 36| 40| 1278




y,

TABLE 5.11

GILLIAM COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

30 to

10 & 13 to 25to 35 to| 40to 45 to|50 tol| 55 to| 60to (65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL
OFFENSE  Junder |11-12] 14 15 {16 | 17 | 18 {19 |20 ! 21 P22 |23 |26 29 {34 |39 44 |49 |54 159 |64 lover |JUVENILE ADULT .
MURDER 4 bl ] —

MNSLTER.
TORG.RAPE | |
ROBEERY : 1

{AG. ASSLT. !

WURGLARY. il 2 : 3.
TARCENY | 2 s b
M.V, THEFT 1 i .
OTI.ASSLT. 1 2|
ARSON__ 1

FORG/COUNT 1 2

ERAUD 1 .
EMBEZZ. L ) .

|STLN,PROP. L
{VANDALISN 1l 2| 1 6 L
WEAPONS _ 1 1
PROSTITUT. : ‘ ; ’ o
SEX_OFF. % i o
DRUG_ABUSE 1 1 3 6 7 3 36
GAMBLING 1 1 1 3
FAMILY OFF. | i 4
DULT i ! 1 3 4 3 3 3 24
LIQ. LAWS 1 14 5 ! { i 3 28
DIS. COND, 1 f RO
ALL_OTHER i I SR
CURTEY 1 1tg .
RUNAWAY 1 BT N |
TOTAL 1l 3l a4 191 221 12 4i 3 5] al® 4 3 151 109




TABLE 5.12

GRANT COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)
/ 10 & 13 tq 25t0 |30 to|35 to| 40to [45 to|50 to|55 to 60to 65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL
OFFENSE ~ Junder |11-12| 14 15 |16 | 17 | 18 {19 |20 ! 21 {22 |23 |24 |29 (36 |39 {44 49 |s4 |59 |64 lOver |JUVENILE| ADULT
| MuRDER ] 1 1
MNSLTER.
FORG: RAPE 1 L
ROBBERY
AG. ASSLT. 1 2 1 4 1 9
BURGLARY 2] 8 l j 1 1 4
TARGENY 2| 1 1 | 1 6
M.V, THEFT 2 1 ; 1 a2
O71.ASSLT, 2 1 -3
ARSON. ]
FORG/COUNT | 1 i _ 1
FRAUD 1 3 1 | b . .2. ]
EMBEZZ. N
STLN.PROP, 1 2
vANDALISM 1 1
WEAPONS 1 1 1 1 2 2
PROSTITUT. i .
SEX_OFF. i 1 1 1 2
DRUG _ABUSE 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 15..
GAMBLING \
FAMILY OFF. V ;
DULL ) 1 2 1 3 2 3 4 4 1 , 023
LIQ. LAWS 3 8 6l 4 1 1|15
DIS. COND. 1 : 1 SR ‘ 2
ALL OTHER 1 1 1| 2 i) I I
CURFEW 2] 3 5 laiel
RUNAWAY 1 1 2} ) A A
TOTAL 1 2] 9l 20| 20 22] 12! 4 3 10 6l 6] 10 2 sl 4l a1 52 ] o8

08T




TABLE 5.13

HARNEY COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)‘

13 to ' | ; 25t0 130 to]35 to} 40to |45 to|50 to|55 to| 60to{65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL
OFFENSE 11-12{ 14 15 |16 | 17 | 18 {19 (20 | 21 |22 |23 |26 |29 (3¢ |39 144 |49 |4 |59 |64 [Over |JUVENILE] ADULY -
MURDER _ : %
MNSLTER, t g ! ! !
FORC.RAPE_| ! i |
ROBBERY 1 1 ' 1 1
AG. ASSLT. 1 1 1 ! 1, 2 3 1 2 12
BURGLARY 1 2 1 4 3 4 i
TARCENY 3 32l 21 1 L 10 3 51 1 1 9 4
M.V. THEFT 2 1! R A L5 1 2 ;11
107H. ASSLT. 1 1 ; j ’ 1 3]
ARSON ; i
FORG/COUNT 1 . l 1 -
FRAUD 1 ___“_é_’_.u: 1] ! | ! 2 | 5
EMBEZZ. I ! : ! ' : ; i o
|STLN.PROP ., } ‘ ; 3[ | ‘ B
VANDALISM 1l 2f 1 1] 2 P sl 3
WEABONS 1 L ! ! 3
|emosTrryr, o L 4
SEX_OF, R
DAUG_ABUSE y 3 7 2| 2 1 f i 4, 12
GAMBLING i : | ! | "
FAMILY OFF. ; ~ ! % ! | 1 1
buzT i 2| 1| 2 2] af 4 4 20 8, 7! 50 & 5 6 41 21 4 31 63
LIQ. LAWS 4 1 a1l 1s sl g 1 { : ! ; | 21 25
DIS. COND, 1 2 2l 3 1 3l 2 41 2. 1 1 3 1 8 i 21 |
ALL OTHER 1 2 1 5| 1 1 1 10 1 1 1 i 31 13
CURFEN 2 2 4 2 f 11 2
RUNAVWAT 1 1! 2 ! 6y
TOTAL 14 10! 23] 28 33 25! 20 g 12 9 91 31 23 12 137 10 13 g s5p 31 4 78 202

18T



TABLE 5.14

HOOD BIVER COUNTY - Total Arrests (i976)
]

10 & 13 td | ’ 25t0 30 to]35 to| 40to |45 to|50 tol55 to 60tol65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL
OFFENSE  |under 111~12] 14 15 |16 | 17 { 18 {19 20 | 21 j22 |23 |24 {29 3 39 |44 |49 |54 !59 |64 iover |JUVENILE| ADULT
MURDER — —_
INSLTER. ‘
FORG.RAPE_ 5 ; l
ROBBERY : :
AG. ASSLT. 1 1 2l 1 1! 1 1 8.
HURGLARY. 2 2 1 | S | R 5 3.
TaRGENY | 1| a1 sl sl 4 3 ‘ al 2 6 3: 3 2l 4 1 1 1 17 37
M.V. THEFT 1 1 i 2 L2
OT11.ASSLT. 1 1 NI 1 2 2 . 7]
ARSON _ 3 |
FORG/COUNT 1 5 L —|—2
FRAUD 1 2 i 1 i 1 Lob A
EMBEZA. ’ i ‘ .
|STLN.PROP. 1 1
VANDALISM ” a1 1 3 2 A 2 3 8 10
VEAPONS | 1 L
PROSTLTUT. s ‘ —
SEX OFT, T 1
DRUG_ABUSE 2 36 5] 15| 16; 10 9 7 17 3 2 1 16 87
GAMBLING ~
FAMILY OFF, 1) 1
DULT 5 5 7 70 70 18! 1 9 8y 43| 20 31| 170 19 25, 19 8 10 257
LIQ. LAWS 3 6] 21 21| 24| 14| 12 2 ’ 1 51 36
DIS. COND. 2 X 3 31§ 3. 116 3 3 3 A2
ALL QTHER il 1 2 1 i 2 il 6 3 3 2l 1 2 | 2%
CURFEY 9 21 11 11 35_ |
RUNAWAY 1 7 9! 1 2 1 18 3

. | i o

TOTAL 3 sl _3ai 3l 49| sol eal =6l ap) 39l 32b sl 15! 91| 36l al 220 ;0 191 8 172

25

(418



TABLE 5.15
JACKSON COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)
10 & 13 to | | P 25¢0 130 to!35 tof 40to 45 to|50 to|55 tof 60tolss & |Toran 1 7TOTAL

OFFENSF  hmderill-12{14 | 15 |16 | 17 | 16 ;19 | 20 = 21 |22 |23 |24 |29 3% |39 |4 |49 [s4 [59 |64 |over |JUVENILE| ADULT
MURDER I ! Lol 2 1 5
;&:_:S-LTER. I | ; P15 1 i ! 2
FORC.RAPE_ 3 11 1 1 g { 7.
ROBBERY 1 3 7 1 1 ; i 2 12_.
AG. ASSLT. 2§ 3 70 4l 3l e; 8; 2 s 8, 16| 10 4] 3 21 1 17 87_.
BURGLARY 6! 11| 21| 40| s7} 32} 19! 13 7) 6 _6i__6] 23} 7 & 1 167 i 105 .
tanceny | 20f 31| 84| 61| s1| 48| a2 3| 26 17! 16. 14l 131 soi 24l 200 17| ol 10i 34| ol 12| ze6 | 333 .
Wov. THEFT| 11 1| 18| 19 8 61 9 5 2. 3, & : 53 | 44
OTN.ASSLT. | 1 1] 2 6l 2. 3¢ 9 4 A z 49
ARSON 1 3 3 1 ! 2 : 3 1 8 9
FORG/COUNT 2 3] 1! 1i 3 L7 il 1 [ 2 7 20
FRAUD 1 gl 18 si.a2 si11 | 175 38 L 4] 5] 1 4 ¢ 128
EMBEZZ. ”& . f : Lo ; f [ * L .
STLN.PROP. 3| 2 ) 1 ! 1 1io1f 1 ' I 9 y...7

* {VANDALISM 61 14 26} 13 9 8 2 8 4l 1) 4 2 { 76 42
WEAPONS 1! 4 | 3 2 5 5 3 L6 i : 1 2 12 .40
PROSTITUT. SN W S - A S
SEX OFF. 1)1 S S N B coal 1l gl 2l 14 21 1 2 3§ 3,
DRUG_ABUSE 10| 33] 281 741 8of ool 102! 71| s7] 48 361 25 'w1g; 28i a1l 8| 4 1] 225+ @11
GAMBLING | SR N ‘ 1 g 1 ‘ 2_.
FAMILY OFF. 1 1 i ! 1 2 ; L 1, 4
DULL 1j 1| 10 27) 31| 47| 37! 58} 64  51: 62 i 237} 159 | 1841151 | 109 ' 107 821 SO ! 33 39 | 1462
LIQ. LAWS 1 1) 190§ se| 79| 94| 85| sil 14l 4 6 10 8 1 1i 5| & U 24 170 ! 283
DIS. COND. 1; 13,17 | 17} 15} 20] 33 22! 2l 7. 371 19 i 50 ;21 190 13 ] 14 611 3 83 | 2?1___
ALL QTHER 11 10| 31y 27 ;[ 351 39} 37, 29l 18| 33, 14! 36 17 | 33, 23 91 8 5 i 3 143 ; 256 ]
CURFEW 1] 6, 8] 131 36| 29 2 ; ; | 91 ! 2.
RUNAWAY 1 9! s6i 43 43l 11} ] L] | 163. 1 2.

i | !

TOTAL 39 | 100 | 3161298 407 | 394 | 380 363|269 | 242 | 203} 1721174 te08 | 311 | 300i230 | 160 | w0l 1277 75 | e0 | 1554} 3814




TABLE 5.16

JEFFERSON COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

10 & 13 to T S 25£0 130 to{35 to] 40t0 |45 £ol50 tol 55 tof 60to 65 & |TOTAL ! TOTAL
OFFENSH  under|[11-12/14 | 15 116 | 17 | 18 ;19 {20 | 21 j22 |23 |24 |29 {34 |39 (46 149 54 !59 |64 [Over |JUVENILE| ADULT
MURDER N | ; ! o
MNSLTER. __ — ! L Lo ? :
FORC.RAPE | i R i | i 1
1 ﬂ T
AG. ASSLT. 1 3! S O Y | B | B 1 ! 1 16
BURGLARY 2| 1l 1} I 10 1 | 7 5
TARCENY 10 6} 100 3| 31 1 51 3l 1 1 33 14
M.V, THLFT , i 1 f . 1 P 1 1 Yoo
OTIL.ASSLT. ‘ 11 R HEYEE 1 1 7
ARSON 2 .
FORG/COQUNT. 1 1 2 1, i : .3
FRAUD 1 ; ! z 2 1 : | Gk
EMBEZZ. ] ; ; ‘ R
STLN.PROP. l ' oLy
VANDALISM 2| 2¢ 1 2| 3 ‘1 L 2l 2] 1 10 7
WEAPONS ‘ 1 1 2 1 7
PROSTITUT. : : —_—
SEX_OFF. | i B
DRUG _ABUSE 5 3 2 11 251 13 17 15 9; 6 21 6] 1 | 21 116
GAMBLING T L2 P 1 3
FAMILY OFF. .
Uil 1 3 6 3| 8 8 h 5 41 35 231 20 251 15] 14 5. 8 6/ 2 10 155
LIQ. LAWS 1 6 4) 17 171 31} 27 | 13 2 1 4 1 2 1 1 45 83
DIS. COND. 2 3 1 1 1 4! 1 9 6 3 2 3 1 2f 2 6 42|
ALL. OTHER 2 1 9 4 5 2 1 pA 2 1 3 ' 1 26§ 21|
CURFEW 1l 1 3 L
RUNAWAY 4 4; 5 2 L

,e

TOTAL 4] 161 42] 26l s1| 47] 721 56 | 46! 26| 25f 12 | 14| 76| 41| 37| 26| 22| 14| 10! 30| 4| 186 | 491

¥8T



TABLE 5.17

JOSEPHINE COUNTY ~ Total Arrests (1976)

10 & 13 to 25to {30 to|35 to] 40to |45 to|50 to| 55 tof 60to {65 & |TOTAL TOTAL
OFFENSE  Junder |11-12]14 15 |16 | 17 | 18 {19 [ 20 ! 21 22 {23 |24 (29 (34 |39 |4 [49 |54 |59 |64 IiOver |JUVENILE ADULT
MURDER 1 1l 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 8
MNSLTER.
FORG.RAPE __ . 2 1 3
ROBBERY 2 1 1 1 s 1] 2 2 1 1 4 8
A, ASSLT, | 1 2 1 1] 1 1 2 2 3l 4 6 1) 2 2 1 1 4 29
1 BURGLARY 1 22| 315 | 10| 31| 13} 9 1 1 2 5 59 40
LARCENY _ | 5| 190 26| 22 | 35| 24| 30f 16 | 15| 10| 11i 6 6] 241 12 4i 5 8 5 1} 131 157
M.V, THEFT | 1 1 3 7 6 6] 3 2 2! 2 26 | 17
O3 ASSLT . 1 1 2 1 2] 2 2 2] 2 2 1 3 20 |
ARSON 3 3 1 1 7 1
|FORG/COUNT_ 1 2 2 2 1 il 2 1 10
FRAUD 2 1)1 1 1 3 3| 14 5 3l 1 3 1 20 37
EMBEZZ, 1 L1
STLN.PROP. 1 1 1 1 2 i 4
vaNDALISM | 3| 5! 12) s | 7| 7 2 | 1 1 39 | 19|
[WEATONS 1 1 1,1 3 1 2 15
PROSTITUT. ; .
SEX_OFIT. 1 1 i 2 2 1l _—.7.
DRUG _ABUSE 10} 21 | 29 47} 42} 331 344 26| 16} 17{ 12| 51| 14 30 2 2 1 107 253
GAMBLING ! —_
FAMILY OFF. , : ;
DUIT 5| 16f 297 20 | 22| 21| 18] 31! 23;103| 92! 75| 53 56 34 35| 16| 16] 21 | 644
LIQ. LAWS w7l l e 34l 30f 21| 14| 4l 2 1] 3 1 ' 1 103 |77
DIS._ COND. 5 50 11j 4| 10{ 10 3 4] 28| 18 8 6 1 1 22 1 123
ALL_QTHER 1 6 i 2 1 5| 5 4 7 L‘ 11 3 1 1 14 | 51
CURFEY 2! 3 1 6 S
RUNAWAY 1 6] 23| 22 ¢ 22| 1m 85

i

TOTAL 16 | 40| 122}122 1169 | 170 189)122 | 137 ] 87 | 60 | 71 66| 263 | 161 | 104] 74 | 77] 52| 45| 200 20{ 639 ! 1528

§8T



TABLE 5.18

KLAMATH COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976) §
10 & | 13 td | 5 25t0 {30 to|35 to| 40to |45 to|50 to]55 to| 60to 65 & ITOTAL [ TOTAL
OFFENSE under [11-12| 14 15 | 16 17 18 | 19 20 | 21 !a22 23 124 29 |34 39 44 149 54 1’59 64 !Over |JUVENILE| ADULT
MURDER I 1 1 2 2] 1 2 7
MNSLTER. 1 i ! 1
FORC.RAPE__ 1 2 1 1 2 1 1 11
ROBBERY 1 3 1} 1 il 1] 1 2 13
AG. ASSLT, 5 2 4 2 3 31 1 4 11} 10 51 9 6 3 3] 1 14 68
BURGLARY 3 24| 19| 17| 10| 13| 4 3 5 2l 7 2 2i 2 1 1 1 81 43
LARGENY 17 ] 36f 45| 341 31| 33| 26| 40 ] 13| 16! 11 4 71 31} 16 8} 21 7 3 5 1 196 214
M.V. THEFT 1 8| 2 5 71 100 % 1 1 2 2 1 23 |25
OTH.ASSLT. 2| 7 2 2| 2 1 2 1 1 5 3t 3 3 1 1 11 30
ARSON 1 1 1 1 2 -
FORG/COUNT 2 1 2 2 2 1 - 9
FRAUD 1 4 1 1 1 2 2l 13 8 6] 4 1 1 11 46
EMBEZZ. R
|STLN.PROE. 1 1 3 4 1
VANDALISH 10 4 5] 21| 5 4 4] 1 4 3 4 1 2 2 1 30 34
WEAPONS 1l 24 2 3 2| &4 5 2 2f, 1 4 2 1 8 27
PROSTITUT. —
SEX_OFF. 1 1 1 4 1 1 119
DRUG ABUSE 2 81 11 | 18 11 32 23 27 17 23 14 6| 31 8 1 1 50 183
GAMBIING 1 2 3
FAMILY OFF. 1 1
DUIL 2 12 11| 28| 22| 31| 35| 43] 39| 35,134| 86 86| 76| 74| 6671 34| 30; 15 25
LIQ. LAWS 11] 13 | 28 3941 36| 221 13 8 6: 3 2] 2 1 91
DIS. COND. 1 8| 81 7 10] 15| 11| 12| 22{ 12! 11 7| 18] 12| 14| 8| 14| 11 1 1l 3 36
ALL OTHER 6| 4118 15] 21 26 ) 20| 22{ 11{ ‘15| 11| 61| 26| 25| 20 8| 14 7 21 3 44
CURFEW 71 10 | 12 19 2 48 |
RUNAVAY 2 7] 44] 28 118 4l 103
TOTAL 37 | 581 180| 145 {179 | 174| 202|169 | 132 ] 138|123 | 102 79] 336 | 184 | 160| 153 | 122 | 102| 54| 38] 29 773




TABLE 5.19
LAKE COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

10 & 13 td A 25t0 {30 to{35 to| 40to |45 to|50 to}55 to| 60to {65 & |TOTAL TOTAL
OFFENSE  |under |11-12] 14 15116 | 17 | 18 {19 {20 | 21 j22 |23 {264 |29 |3& |39 |44 |49 (54 |59 |64 [|Over |JUVENILE ADULT
MURDER 1 ] 1 1 .
MNSLTER.
FORC.RAPE
ROBBERY 2 2| 6 1 : 1 10 2
AG. ASSLT. i 1 1 2 6
BURGLARY, 1 ! 1 1 2
LARCENY 1 1 1| 1, 1 1 4 2| 1 1 1 %
M.V, THEET 1 1 1 ; 1 3T
OTH.ASSLY, 1 ' i1 i . 2
ARSON _—
FORG/COUNT I S
FRAUD iR
EMBEZZ, o R S
STLN.PROP. O
[ VANDALISM 1 1 1 1
WEAPONS ___ 1 1,
PROSTLTUT. e -
SEX_OFF. L
DRUG_ABUSE 3 1 2 1 1 1 4 =
GAMBLING :
FAMILY OFF. f ;
DUILL ; L, 5 4 2 5 L 6 5 40
LIQ. LAWS s| 17| 9 ! ! 1 24 20
DIS. COND. 1 i o 2l ] al 11 o B0
ALL_OTHER 2 | 2 ! 1 S
CURTEW -
|RUNAWAY 1 2 3 L A
mOTAL 2 6] 120 19| 20| 14| 11 8 8 16 51 61 12 3 8 6 59 112,

18T




TABLE 5.20

LANE COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

| TOTAL

10 & 13 to 25t0 {30 to|35 toj 40to |45 to|50 to|55 to| 60to {65 & |TOTAL

OFFENSE  |under [11--12] 14 15 |16 | 17 | 18 119 {20 1 21 {22 |23 J24 {29 3¢ |39 |44 |49 |56 159 |64 |Over |JUVENILE| ADULT
MURDER 1 1 1 1 3 7
MNSLTER. 1 1
FORC.RAPE__ 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 21 5 if 2 4 19
ROBBERY 1 7| 4 5 5 50 4 5 3i 6 3 19 3 : 17 56
AG. ASSLT. 2 131 17| 15 8 6 9] z| 11 707 8 341{ 25 7 5 6 3 1 55- | 137
BURGLARY, 33| 28| 153] 93y 93| 73{ 47| 29| 16| 30! 10: 13{ 10| 36| 10 4 473 209
LARCENY 72| 155 | 371] 241|229 | 147| 154] 99| 95 82| 68: 62| 44| 176 | 84l 49| 38| 21| 24| 21| 31| 14| 1215 | 1062
M.V. THEFT 4 6] 631 47| 511 26| 27 9| 5 3i_ 3 1; 19 5 2] 1 1 197 18
OTI.ASSLT. 61 13) 10| 13| 12 8{ 7 9¢ 13 7047 ] 311 10! 10 7 2 1 1 1 54 168
ARSON 4 2| 4 5 2 1 23 4
[FORG/COUNT_ 2{ 6 2 4 2 2 2 8 12 8 41 6 2 14 | 59
FRAUD 5/ 8] 10l 12 2| 5| 15! 10i 6, 4l 24, 14! 10l 6 2 2 1 29 | 113
EMBEZZ. 1 @ 1 L2
STLN.PROP. 4 6 9! 10 6 5 6{ 3 2 3! 6 2 2 1 35 1 32 |
VANDALISM 36| 56! 68| 55| 55| 53 ol 16! 5| 10{ 13] 10 26 5 16 50 2 4 2 2 323 122
WEAPONS 3 13 6{ 13 9| 21, 15! 7 8 71 11l 18} 21 9 6, 4 6 3 2 1 41 139
PROSTITUT. 1 3 6 3 2 3 Co1 2, 10| 1
SEX OFF. 1| 9| 4! 2| 1| 1| 7| 1| 3{ 31 1] 4 9] &1 6| 3| 2 17 46
DRUG ABUSE 5| 52| 8 |121| 145) 170| 145 144 | 132| 86| 79 70l 194 i 64l 101 11 3 2 407__| 1110 ..
GAMBLING ‘ : 1 1
FAMILY OFF. 13 2 5 3 2 1 1 2 1 2 25 7
DULL 1 5| 201 36| 71| 74| 92| 131] 123 127} 103 519 | 326 ; 266,202 | 181 | 158 . 97| €4| 44 62 | 2578
LIQ. LAWS . 1 37| 86l158 | 209 | 286 | 260 213 | 1241 70 85! e4j173 i 73| 40l 26| 151 10| 13 6 495 | 1459
DIS. COND. 10] 26] 35| 42] .41 33| 331 43| 41; 38| 30105 | 49| 16| 12 7 4 117 | 461
ALL OTHER 224 79] 70l 48! 66| 86| 101| 90| 1037 70! 67! 61| 253! 110 | 44| 29 | 13 9{ 1 3 294 i 1053
CURFEW, 159 751 79} 71| 66 1 308 1. .1
RUNAWAY 29 | 165) 99: 69 | 44 254 |
TOTAL 180] 341 | 1150| 955 |1025 | 9751 962 827| 726 | 715 532f 338 | 438l1685 | 839 | 488| 362 | 266 | 225| 159| 88| 64 | 4626 | 8914

88T



TABLE 5.21

LINCOLN COUNTY ~ Total Arrests (1976)
T

10 & 13 to | i f 25t0 |30 to[35 to] 40to |45 0|50 to}55 to 60to 65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL
OFFENSE  |under(11-12{14 | 15 |16 | 17 | 18 {19 |20 | 21 j22 |23 |24 |29 |34 |39 |46 |49 |54 159 |64 lover |JUVENILE ADULT
MURDEK A E i =
MNSLTER. 1 1 } | 1
FORC.RAPE | __ 1 2 1 2 1 1 6
ROBBERY 1, 2 1 ; 1 4
AG. ASSLT. 5 1.6 2 1] 4] 4l 4l 2y 120 a4f sl o 1l 3 14 44
RURGLARY, 5 41 190 1) 17| 15 11 8| 2 5 4! 7 1 1 71 39
LARCENY _ | 16 | 19| 0| 20| 37| 20} 14; 15| 10| 5! 31 4l el 13| 5 30 3 2 1| 132 90
M.V, THEFT 3} 6l 7l 10l 5| a0 3l 2l 3l g 6| 4l 4| 3] 31| .26
OTH.ASSLT. 2 2| 4| 2 1 10 3] 2] 4] 2| 1 1 2 8 | 19 |
ARSON 2 1 | 3
FORG/COUNT. 11 5 1] s ' | A T
FRAUD 1 4 3 2 1, 2y 1y 17 g 507 2 L2 ‘g 1 55
EMBEZZ. } _ ! 7 P o _
STLN,PROP. 1 1 ! : | 2 ;1
VANDALISM | 6 | 5{ 16| 11| 11 2] 2| 1 1 4) 3 3 1] o1 P 2 55 i 27
WEAPONS 1 1 1 P11 ; L 2 i .5
PROSTITUT. I A § L o
SEX OFT. 5 1 1] ! T s
DRUG_ABUSE 2| 9l 201 27| 370 asl 21| 24 | 100 10 ul e bzl ] oa j ’ 581 294
GAMBLING {
FAMILY OFF.| 2 ; i s , 2
DUTT 1l 4| o9 o] o 7| 151 161 18| 20! 55! 561 41! 491 38 ' 44 29] 31l 18] 14 1 455
LIQ. LAWS 1 13| 18| 37| so| 82| 55| 17 1 2f 51 3 | 150 | 175
DIS. COND. 6 20 3| a4l 7l 2l 5| g 150 5 3 : Th. | 53
ALY OTHER 10 8 14 16 12 181 14 8 6| 41 11 7 48 87
CURFEW 1l 21 5| 3l a4l 3 18
RUNAWAY 71 301 19l 11 5 1 73] oo 1
TOTAL 34 | 454 135 112!173 | 202 | 183 | 167| 82| 82| 54 | 50| 51l 196] 114 79¢ 69 | 52 | sol 36l 39l 20{ 701 | 1324

68T




TABLE 5.22

LINN COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976) ] , ,

10 & 13 to » i ; ; 25¢0 {30 to{35 toj 40to |45 to]50 tol55 toj 60to §65 & {TOTAL TOTAL
OFFENSE  |under [11-12} 14 15 |16 | 17 | 18 19 20 ' 21 22 ] 23 |26 |29 34 |39 |46 49 [s4 159 |64 |[Over |JUVEKILE| ADULT
MURDER ] | i 1 1 L
MNSLTER. 5 f L . 1
FORC.RAPE_| il 1 i 1 11 i 8
ROBBERY 2 3 2 2 2 < 2 5 7 22_.
AG. ASSLT. 4 4 4 3 74 _10% 13l 12 9 6 4 33] 22| 13 11l 10 4 4 22 155
BURGLARY. 10l 19| 420 50{ 24! 30| 27| 22} 13 4 7.6 17 6| 7 1 3 175 119
LARCENY 5 34 sl 74| 70 67 69 36| 22 271 120 14 16 44 18 20 11 4 4 7 308 310_, .
M.V, THEFT | 4l 230 22) 12 9 7 €i 2 I 7 2| 2 1 1 70 L
OTIl.ASSLT. 2 6 1. 3 5 9 35 3 41 141 10l 3 4 1 2 11 17 67
ARSON 6 5 4 4 1 1 11 l 1 20 7
FORG/COUNT 1 2 4 2 3 3 4 1 L4 1 1 9_1...32
FRAUD 1 1] 1 4 1 41 1 sl 3 i 4 1 7 4. 50._|
EMBEZ. S S
|STLN.PROP. 1 5 1 7 6 4 2| 2 1 1] 1 1 1 1 1 20 15
VANDALISM 11} 16! 261 15! 20| 16 3 2 5 4| 12 81 ‘1 1 104 59. .
WEAPONS 3 2 3 4 1 2 3 1 1 12 21..
PROSTLITUT.
SEX OFT, 1 3 1 2 2 21 1 1 5 9
DRUG _ABUSE 12| 15| 38| 58| 571 50} 32| 271 28! 45 ! 271 so| 261 11 3 1 124 357
GAMBLING
FAMILY OFF. 1 3 1 1 i1 8
DUTT 1) 12 12 34 201 29 32 3030 18 i 112 801 70 60 54} 61 . 36 211 16 25 703
LIQ. LAWS 16| 31| 59| 114 134 97| 481 11l 110 5 8 | 11 3 220 331
prs. cowp, | 1 s| 1] 12| 14l 16] 10| 17 9 9! 7 1 11| 30| 14l 20 9l 9 46 | 178
ALL OTHER 12 11] 12 21 23 15¢ 22 27 22 i 19 22 56 38 | 33 22 17 3 3 65 3324
CURFEW 451 49! 411 30 175.|..
RUNAWAY 16| 651 61! 41| 20 1 203_...
TOTAL 42 1 219 1 3301 3575364 | 4221 4101300 1217 ! 163! 142 149 1125 | 420 {251 | 191 ] 139{ 102 95| 61 391 27 | 1634

06T



TABLE 5.23
MALHEUR COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

10 & 13 to i E . 25t0 {30 to(35 toj 40to {45 to |50 tol55 to| 60to {65 & TOTAL TOTAL
OFFENSE  |under |11-12] 14 15 |16 | 17 | 18 |19 | 20 © 21 |22 |23 [24 |29 (34 |39 |44 149 |54 |59 |64 [over |JUVENILE| ADULT
MURDER S : |
MNSLTER, : 1 1 | 9.
FORC.RAPE__ . ! 1 1 1 3
ROBBERY 1y 3 1; 1 L
AG. ASSLT. 1 L ] B 1l 1} 1 1 1 10
BURGLARY 10| 3l sl 4] 4 1 1! 3 o1 23 18
TARCENY | 6] & 170 a3t sl o33l a9l ol sl s I8 9 2 6] 2 1 2 il 1 60 | 79 _
M.V. THEFT 1 4 s 3 4 1 1 i 1 3 3l ol o T4 .. 20
" {0T1.ASSLT. 1 1 1 1 1 1 .5
ARSON 1 2 1 1 3
FORG/COUNT_ 1 1 1 1|3
FRAUD 1 1] 1 |1 2l 4l 3 1l 3} | , e A
EMBEZZ. - , ' oL -
|STLN.PROP . 1 ‘ L
VANDALISM 1 1 2 1 2 3 2 4 7 11 .
WEAPONS 3 2 11 1 1: 2 11 1 1 " 14
PROSTITUT. | ' : ' ——
SEX_OFF. ! 1 1 1 1 2.
DRUG ABUSE ' 1 3l _10) 10 2 4, 1| 2 11 1 4 3 1 1 i 24 22
GAMBLING — i | _—
FAMILY OFF. ‘ 1 1
DULTL 1| 4 9] 18| 11| 18} 20 110 13 9 42| 331 37| 46 31 26, 24| 12| 13 14 364
LIQ. LAWS 1] 1| 11| 26l 37| 32| 43| 24] 15| 7 1 120 11 1 108 96
DIS. COND, 1 2] 5 5 4 11 6, & 1| 11 8 8l 4] s 1 2 13 | .. 68 ]
ALL OTHER 1 1 1 1 2 2 3 2 21 3 2 2 2.1 .22
CURIEY. ‘ i 3 1 6. R
RINAWAY 2 71 14; 13 4 . 7 W IR B~
— : : ,_,
TOTAL 11 | 14 59| 65| 87| 8 f 951 58| 55| 55 32{ 33 | 19| 90 65! 58| 68 | 44 321 304 17t 15 | _ 318..1 166




TABLE 5.24

MARION COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

10 & 13 to 25t0 |30 to|35 to| 40to |45 to|50 to| 55 to 60to 65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL
OFFENSE  junder {11-12{ 14 15 |16 | 17 18 | 19 20 ii |22 23 124 |29 134 |39 44 149 |54 |59 64 {Over |JUVENILE| ADULT
MURDER 1 1 1 1 8
MNSLTER. 1 1 1 1 1
FORC.RAPE [ 1 2. 1 1 L 2 1 3 Z
ROBBERY 3 3 7 7 8 10 3 2 3 1 1 5 2 1 28 32
AG. ASSLT. 3 8 5 2 41 10| 11, 10 5 8! 5 25 |20 10 9 3 2 3 1 22 124
BURCLARY. 19 54| 126| 89| 65| 51| 39 20{ 14| 151 13: 14} 3| 16 7 5 1 1 404 152
TARGENY | 49| 105| 282| 190| 164 136] 981 68| 69| 43 51t 370 33| 74| 48 39] 31| 21| 21] 20f 11l 20 926 | 674
M.V, THEFT 1 20 39: 32 7 9 9 5 7 4 1] 2 7 5 2 1 105 | 53
OTIL.ASSLT. 2 17{ 15{ 181 20| 19| 23| 10 4] 140 11] 5 33| 20 20| 11 5 2 2 75 180+ |
ARSON 1 6 4 1 1 1 1 2 25 9
FORG/COUNT_ 6 17 1 2 2 4 1 1 1 29 21
FRAUD 2 5 3 5 1] 6] 21: ¢ 8 2 5 2 2 1 13 |._. 78
EMBEZZ. R
STLN.PROP. 6 21 10 7 4 6 5 3] 1 2 2 5 1 35§19
VANDALISM 16 | 161 38| 29| 24| 29 14 6 7 10 51 18 7 2 6 4 1 3 152 91
WEAPONS 1 3 6 7 6 9 15 5] s 3 31 10 9 9 1 1 1 32 73
PROSTITUL. 1 1 1 _3_
SEX OFF. 2 2 2 4 5 2 2 2 3 9 5 i I 3 il 2 10 38
DRUG ABUSE 10! 25} 3441 36| 427 26| 30| 19 17 25! 22 | 381 16] 11 8 1 105 256 .
GAMBLING —
FAMILY OFF. 1 1 4 1 1 1 7
DULL 1 41 201 29 47] 55] 50 581 52 62§ 56 | 250 | 180 | 139 140 | 106 | 92, 65| 50! 30 54 | 1432
LIQ. LAWS 13! 581108 | 152} 161 113]| 64 22 70 120 41 21 7 81 11 3 10l 10 3| 4 331 460
IDIS. COND. 1 1 8 44 13| 19 21y 16{ 12 19 9. 10} 11| 40| 24| 20 8 | 11 6 7 3] 5 46 222
ALL OTHER 21 | 251 60| 521 63| 42 36| 38| 33] 29 25 21] 16 67 1501 29! 201 19 | 11| 11 il 12 263 i . 420
CURFEW 1) 10| 41| 471 661 55 1 1 1 1 220 | .4
RUNAWAY 6 | 271 153] 119! 81| 27 1 . 1 G131 .2
TOTAL 133 [ 2591 811 7221 721 | 647 | 5351 4091 330! 2511 207] 213) 182 ! 643 | 410 312 252 | 187 | 157 1 124 74) 81 | 3293 | 4367

Z61



TABLE 5.25

MORROW COUNTY - Total Arrests

10 & 13 to ’ 250130 to|35 to| 40to {45 to|50 to|55 to| 60to (65 & |TOTAL TOTAL
OFFENSE  junder |11-12] 14 15 {16 | 17 | 18 (19 | 20 ! 21 j22 ;23 {24 |29 |[34 |39 44 49 {54 |59 |64 [Over |JUVENILE ADULT
MURDER IR - x - .
MNSLTER, i
YORC.RAPE | . 2 : 1 3
ROBBERY ?
AG. ASSLT, 1l 3 1 5
BURGLARY. 1 1 1 f 1 3 3
TARCENY 1 1 7 9 2 7! 2 2 1 3 6 | 33
M.V, THEFT 1 3 3 ' ‘ 5 1 3
OTH.ASSLT. 3 1 3 1 8
ARSON 2 1 1 1 2 3
FORG/COUNT -
FRAUD o 1 IO
EMBEZ . ] o - —
STLN.PROP. L
VANDALISM 1 20 2 2 1 2 1 1 12,
WEAPONS 1 1 3.
PROSTITUT. ‘e e
SEX OTF. J 2 4
DRUG ABUSE 3 9 5 4 3} 5 4 9 1 4 44
GAMBLING _._.!
FAMILY OFF,
DULT 2 3 17 3 3. 8] 10 8! 9 8 13 7 4 1 86
LIQ, LAWS 2 2 7 9 8 1' 7 27
DIS. COND. 1 5 1 2 2 o
ALL OTHER 1 | 1 1 3
CURFEW - SN
RUNAWAY 2 1 L
TOTAL 3 6 3 11| 28] 26! 25! 11 16 13] 20! 32| 18} 10] 13| 18| 16 8 4 1 32| 249

€6T
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'~ TABLE 5.26

MULTNOMAH COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976) §

10 & 13 to H 25to0 {30 tol|35 tol 40to {45 to {50 tol| 55 to| 60to {65 & |TOTAL TOTAL
OFFENSE  junder |11-12] 14 15 16 | 17 | 18 {19 | 20 | 21 |22 |23 |24 {29 {34 139 |44 49 is4 159 |64 |Over |JUVENILE| ADULT
MURDER 2 1 1 1 5 1 3l 7 6 2 3] 2 4] - 36
MNSLTER. 2 1 1 6
FORG.RAPE__ 2 4l 4 3 1.9 61 10 6 4 3t 23( 12} 15] 10 3 2 1 13 105
ROBBERY 7 70 25| 19| 38| 32| 421 40l 331 20| 25¢ 18| 22| 98l 41| 24 & 3 5 1 128 389
AG. ASSLT.| 171 19y 64| 31| 39| 341 27| 30| 31} 36) 341 29] 34| 133| 60| 54| 26] 30| 14 5| 4 204 552
BURGLARY. 47] 111| 24s| 174| 155| 116| 81| 6ol 4a| 35| agi 3l 23| 01| 57| 30} 12| 12] 7 2 848 | 545
LARCENY 167 | 301| 731] 503| 492 | 355| 3200 244] 178| 148 166] 163| 122] 467 | 243| 147) 94| 78| 651 49| 26l 35| 2549 | 2554 .
M.V. THEFT 12| 119| 107} 881 41| 35| 24! 35! 15i 14, 6l 12 39| 29 6] 8 2 1 1 367 | ...207__
ort.ASSLT. | 51 13| 32y 25| 29| 22| 33| 31 27| 37{ 25{ 36| 16/ 109| 48| 34| 29| 12| 11 7 1 4 126 | 460
ARSON 10 12| 13 2| 2 1 1 1 4 2l 6 4 3l 2 1 39 25
FORG/COUNT. 6] 12 11| 19! 16 17| 15| 11| 10{ 48] 27| 13| 10| 10 1 1 26_| 209
FRAUD 2 1 5 5 7] 10| -8 9 8 5| 10| 25| 14 50 11 3| 10 3 1] 1 23 | 130 |
EMBEZZ. ' S S
STLN.PROP. 1 2l 11 8| 17| 14 6| 10 9 16 8/ 10/ 30! 12] 12| 3 3 2 53 | 121 |
VANDALISM | 56 | 83| 92| 41| 56| 28| 34| 22| 23| 200 17| 22| 19| er| 37 18] 11| 13 1 1 2l 356 308. .
HEAPONS 1 1] 13] 20] 26| 32] 48] 33/ 36| 29 1s| 33] 17] 90| s1) 38l 31 241 11! 13 4 1 93 474.. |
PROSTITUT. 1 1 5{ 18| 25| 83| 75| 571 62| 511 55| 48| 89| 48| 38| 15| 13| 13 7 6 50 660
SEX.OTE. 2 5 3] 6 3 4 14] 1 A 9] 44| 27 22] 12| 13] 6 8 2 1 22 191
DRUC ABUSE 2| 24| 44| 82| 91| 130} 121} 127 92| 97y 81| 80| 2631 90| 43| 13| 15 9 61 1 243 | 1168
CAMBLIHG 1 1 6] 5 2] 23| 12| 18} 12] 10 3] 12 3 6 1 | 113
FAMILY OFF.| 2 1 1 2 2 1 1l 1 b, i 2 7
DULT 4] 23| 38| 88| 77| 84| 118 135| 124| 1301 540 | 459 | 355|409 | 402 | 325 ' 235 13| @2 65 _| 3701
LIQ. LAWS 40| 60y 97 | 111} 104| 81| 63| 17| 19° 29| 12} 104 | 125 167|149 | 194 | 189 | 113] o971 43l 308 | 1506
DIS. GOND. 10] 36| 20| 36| 36| 33] 34 36| a0l 52, 37| 35l121| 87| a6l 42| 20| 230 14 9 61 147 644
ALL OTHER 15| 82} 50| 69| si| e0) 53] se| 41! 511 45! 3511381 83l sol 211 28| 15| 23| 11 4] 275 723
CURFEN 27 | 167 172210 | 159 | | R 741 i
RUNAWAY 29 | 68 | 342 196185 | 46 8661

A ‘\, ) PV ‘ :

TOTAL 360 |687 |2052 | 150811689 |1254 | 1158 | 1000 | 851 1773 | 809 759 | 654 l2561 {1573 | 1150 | 929 | 901 722”.? 500 [ 308 | 190 | 7549 14834,&*



TABLE 5.27

POLK COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

10 & 13 to : ; ; 25¢0 130 to]35 to] 40to |45 to]50 to|55 tof 60to!65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL
OFFENSE  |under[11-12j14& | 15 {16 | 17 | 18 {19 | 20 ! 21 y22 | 23 |24 |29 {34 |39 |44 49 |54 159 |64 [Over |JUVENILE ADULT
weoee | | |} 1 f 1 1 2
MMSLTER. ! i |
FORC.RAPE | 1 i L 1 3
ROBBERY 1 1 g I 1 1
AG. ASSLT, 1 3 2] 3 2 1 2! 3, 9 4 4] 2 il 1 14 3%
BURGLARY, IR BT BT st 8l 2] 1l 2¢ 3l 1 3 2 49 27
LARGENY | 144 15| 16} 19| 14 9 6l 4 4l 1! 1 7 2 21 1 1 3 1 86 42 _
M.V. '[HEFT 2 6] S 1 2! 1 ;o 2) 2 13 | .8
OTIL. ASSLT. 1 1| 1 17 21 1] 3| 2 1 2 3 12
*|arsox ' - S
FORG/CQUNT 1 - 2
FRAUD 1 1) 1 1] 1 1 2 1l 1 13
EMBEZZ. _ ? : ] o
|STLN.PROP., 1 1 ’ ' 2
VANDALLSM 7 5! 10 3 3 7 7 1 1 3 1 1 b 35 21
WEAFONS 1 1 1 N
PROSTITUL. ' : f e
SEX_OFF. 1 1 2 1! 2 315
DRUG_ABUSE 3l 6| 20] 23| 14| 13 4 8 14! 12 | 18 7 2 2 A 6 32 | 125
GAMBLING | ; [
FAMILY OFF. r 1 | -1
DULT 2] 1 5 9 6] 9| 10| 12) 11! 7| 371 21 30| 18 100 24 14 9] 3 8 | 230
LIQ. LAWS s| 16| 22| 32| s4{ 3sl 23 5 1 3 i1 ' 1 75 123,
DIS. COND. 21 6l 3] 70 of 1} sl &l 8| 3i &l 7] 151 6l 6| s . 20 89
AL OTHER 3 9 A 3 2 7| 4 6 41 1| 14 6 5 3 1 4 1 22 | 58
oo 1 13) 12 33 4
RUNAWAY 2] 191 10: 12 2 43 L.
TOTAL 24| 41! 85| 8sl 99| 10501213 | 89| 64) 41| 41 | 43 | 38 l114 531 S41 27 23] 36| 30! 13| s5i 440 784

S6T

“as



TABLE 5.28

96T

SHERMAN COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976) |

16| (13t P S C, ] 25t0 130 0|35 tol 40to [45 o[50 to| 55 tof 60to 65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL
OFFENSE  lmderjll-12i14 | 15 |16 | 17 | 18 (19 |20 21 ;22 ;23 |26 |29 3 |39 |44 48 |54 159 |64 |over |JUVENILE ADULT
MURDER I N L I
MNSLTER, g ; - S I ! ; l i
FORC.RAPE_|__ I S S T B ! ?
ROBBERY 1 1! 5 ! ; ; . 7 : T T
AG. ASSLT, ; ’ i 1 i ; ; ; 1
BURGLARY 1 1 i3 § ' 1 : t 5
LARCENY 11 f ;- i 1; 1t 2! ) 1) 1f 1] 2 2 | 13
M.V. THEFT ‘ 1 1 ‘ bt ; 1 e
OTH.ASSLT. ; , " i ' 1 1]
ARSON _ . L , \
FORG/COUNT ] 1 i 1
FRAUD 1. ‘ ‘ : ; N
EMBEZZ. 3 i i ; b B
|STLN.PROE. ’ R E L
VANDALISM | ; {
WEAPONS ' i p i E
PROSTITUT. : ; —_
SEX OTF. .
DRUG _ABUSE 1 1 1 | 3.
GAMBLING l
FAMILY OFF. 1 : ] .
DUIT R 2! 1! 4 10! 4t 11 sy 7. 6] 2 3 48

, ;

LIQ. LAWS 2 2 i : 4
DIS. COND. .1 i 1} 1 : -2
ALL_OTHER i 1 2 21 2{ 6 1 16
CUREEW P
RUNAWAY 1 2 3 e LA
TOTAL 1] 2 4 1 8| 5] s 2l 1] 4| 1] 11 8] 12| 10| 6| 12| 10| 14| 3| 5/ 16 | 100




TABLE 5.29

TILLAMOOK COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

o pos 13 1o oo ;1 125t0}30 to[35 tol 40to {45 t0]50 to|55 to 60to |65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL
OFFENSE  |under{ll-12]14 | 15 |16 | 17 | 18 119 {20 ! 21 ;22 }23 Ja4 29 34 |39 s 49 |54 159 les jover |suvenrig abu
MURDER R i ; H __ ‘ i
MNSLTER, ; C P i
FORC.RAPE_| i i ! ! ! Y : 22 ; ; i ] ; 3
ROBBERY ! : “* : I : ! ! : ' 1 ‘ ' 1
AG. ASSLI. : 1 1, 4 1l .43 1l 2 : 1 8
BURGLARY, 2| AR f 21 3 3 1 25 1%
TARGENY | 2 N 8 13 11! 8l 4 31 3 2F 4 2 Poal 1] 2 1 3 32 53
M.V. TREFT{ A 1 1) 1 . f 3: i 3 o
OTH.ASSLT. ‘ { 1 ; 1, 1 2 1 1 o7
ARSON | P L _
FORG/GOUNT | | b N , 11
FRAUD ; | | 3 ! T L ; 5 : LA
EMBEZZ. i : vt :%_—____ ’ ; . ; )

STLN.PROP. P l T — -
vapALTS 1+ 21 1] o 3 3 1l 2 " L 2 1 T e
EAONs ! — T o - i
PROSTLTUT._ 5 r , ; ! P e
SEX, OFF. 1 | ; P! ! | 2 i
DRUG_ABUSE 5| 7| 22 29 42| 43 16| 20| 19, 9: 16 19 6. 2] e 63 1 19
GAMBLING | | : i : : | i T
FAMILY OFF. b b ] ‘
DUTL 1 2l 8, 3 6 91 6; ©4 . 4L 23: 161 26 26: 29, 16! 11! 7 3} 240
LIQ. LAWS 10| 247 34 76l 105) 88 | 38! 1| 3 1} 2 1!l 1 | R 146 | 241
DIS._COND. 1) 2 1 ‘ 2 : | 2 o2
ALL OTHER ¢ 3f 3l 1} sl sl 12| 13] el 7t 7i e 1sl 5| 10y s 4 3 1 12 | 105
CUREEN » 7) 8 11 13 ] R
RUNAVAY poslo7t el 3 * 21 "
P LT s
TOTAL s 40| 631 98 152 181| 61| 79| 48| 38 320 35 | 99| 44 | 31t 35| 3| 3s{ 23| 14| 13| 358 | 899




TABLE 5.30

UMATILLA COUNTY -Total Arrests (1976)

10 & | 13 to i O 25t0130 to}35 to| 40to |45 to|50 tol 55 to 60to 65 & |TOTAL : TOTAL
OFFENSE  junder [11-12| 14 15 |16 | 17 | 28 j19 v 20 ! 21 |22 |23 |24 |29 (36 |39 {44 |49 |54 |59 |64 IiOver |JUVENILE ADULT
ot S N N A N N i | ; L
MNSLTER. 1 ' i ; 1]
FORC.RAPE__ 1 i1 1 3l 1 1 7
ROBBERY ! 1 1 1 2 1 2 1 g
AG. ASSLT. | 1 1 4 2 2 2 s| 8 4 P2 5 7 3] 1 3 1 10 48
BURGLARY 3 1 10 9| 18! 12 7 8 3 2 1. 3 1 3 3l 1 6 2 53 46
LARCENY. 16| 30! 77| 29l 48] 45| 231 19| 17} 15! 19 6 41 28] 19 8f 11 9 5| 3 245 193
M.V. THEFT | 3 3 51 4 6 4 4 2 P 1 1 1 1 1 21 1 17
OTit.ASSLT. 2 2 4 1 L6 5 4 4 2 1 6 30
ARSON 3 1 i | 2 4 2
FORG/COUNT 1 2 3 1 2 3 1] 1 1 7 19
FRAUD 1 1 1 20 4 1 1 2 10
EMBEZ7. 1 I
STLN,PROP. 1 1 1 5., .2
VANDALISM 7 5 13 5 4 2{ 1 3 3 4 4 6 1l 1 1 42 31
WEAPONS 1 1 2 7 6 3 3 1, 1 2 7 2 1 17 28
PROSTITUT. _
SEX_OFF. 1 2| 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 7 8
DRUG ABUSE | 1 3 8| 20f 23| 48] 51} 54! 49| 48| 38| 31! 121 s1i 18] 5| s 1 1 103 364
GAMBLING
FAMILY OFF.| 6 1 1 1 1 v 10
DUTI ‘ 12| 18} 321 - 47! 581 56| 58 46 | 36 ; 168 | 145, 1201 95 | 106 i 97., 511 3% 23 33 | 1177
LIQ. LAWS 1 18] 45| 84| 131| 165| 121| 85| 15 6. 4| 4] 10 4 2 4] 1 1 1 279 | 425
DIS. GOND. 2 2 s| 4] nm 7 gl 3 9] 12 11 8| 32| 17] 10| 6 7 2 1 24 136 |
ALL OTHER 9 1) 12| 12| 16 9 9 6| 7 8 9l 4 6 | 21] 12 9| 7 7] 6 4 2] 3 59 | 120
CURFEN 3 & 9l 15| 10 43
RUNAHAY 3] 50| 38: 33 15 1
TOTAL 51 | 58| 203| 188) 281 | 329 | 322| 277|243 | 168 | 156 120 | 86 | 337 ! 248]167 {136 | 151 { 118 €4 | 51 | 31

867



TABLE 5.31

UNION COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

10 & 13 tg | v 25t0 130 to|35 tof 40t0 {45 to|50 tol 55 td 60to 65 & |Torar | ToTAL
OFFENSE  |under|11-12{14 | 15 116 | 17 | 18 {19 | 20 % 21 {22 |23 |24 |29 (34 |39 |44 149 s& 159 |64 jOver |JUVENILE ADULT
MURDER . | i ! 1
MNSLTER. 1 { ; 1
FORC-RAPE | _ i ‘ 1! ‘ 1
ROBBERY 2 2 ‘ 2
AG. ASSLT. i 1 3 102 2 st sl 1 6 10 4 1 2 3 2 46
BURGLARY 1 s{ s| 7l ol 1l oa1f o * 19 3
LARCENY 30 121 35] 24| 287 7 9! 10} 7j 6! 5. 31 1 8l 2| 2 2l 1 109 56
M.V. THEFT 3 4y 4 3 4 2 E 2. 1 14 & _:3_;
OTH. ASSLT. " 1 3; 10 2] 1 R 1 16|
ARSON 1 1 1l
FORG/COUNT 1] 1) 2 A 1 hj 3
FRAUD 1] 1 1 2} 2 1. 2i : i 3§ i 30 16 _
EMBEZZ. 1 ; ) ‘ o
STLN.PROP. 1 5 ? § 6 . 5 |
VANDALISH 5 10 12! 1 1 11 3 1] ; 1 44 1
WEAPONS 2] 2 1] 2b 1t 1t i 1
PROSTITUT. - : i ; f -
SEX OFF, 3 EY i L1, | 105
DRUG ABUSE 3 70 9| 17| 25| 21! 23] 12} 15: 14i 5 26 1] 1 ! %6 143
GAMBLING i : !
FAMILY OFF. ! : I ! H
DUIT 1] 1| 4 4| 5| s| of 8 2f 7% 30 28! 12% 17! 18! 12. 9] 7l 7 6 1| 180
LIQ. LAWS 1] 5| 1| 20| 38| 40f 12| 3| 1 3! 11 i 49 96
DIS. COND. 1 3 1] 2 2 1| 1 3 10 6 8] 1 6] 2 1 9 | 34
ALL_OTHER 4 13 71 9| 9! 10 70 91 4! 1] 13 16i 8l s| 8 12 45 ;_ 105
CURFEW 5 51 2 3 i 15
RUNAWAY 170 67 8 |

I
TOTAL 14 | 171 98| 82} 99| 88| 103| 93| 62! sali 53¢ 44] 19 | 100 64 331 32| 20| 23| 17! 11| 10| 398 | 747
= \\\

661



TABLE 5.32

WALLOWA COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

OFFENST,

10 &
hinder

11-12

13 to
14

15

e

16

17

18

19 20 21 22

23

24

30 to
34

35 to

40to
4t

45 to
49

50 to

55 to

60to

65 &
Over

TOTAL
JUVENILE]

TOTAL
ADULT

MURDER

MNSLTER.

FORC,RAPE _
ROBRERY

AG. ASSLT.

BURGLARY,

TARCENY

M.V. THEFT

OTH.ASSLT.

ARSON

FORG/COUNT
FRAUD

EMBEZZ.

STLN.PROP.

| VANDALISM

WEAPONS

PROSTITUT.

SEX OFF.

DRUG ABUSE

GAMBLING

FAMILY OFF.

DULL

46

LIQ. LAWS

17

12

10 12

31

42

DIS. COND.

ALL OTHER

CURFEW

RUNAWAY

TOTAL

14

12

21

19

8t 21 8 15

24

10 10

159

00¢



TABLE 5.33

WASCO COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976) .
10 & 13 to, 25t0 {30 to[35 to| 40to |45 to |50 to|S5 to| 60to 65 & |TOTAL | TOTAL

OFFENSE  junder!11-12|14 | 15 |16 | 17 | 18 {19 | 20 | 21 |22 |23 |24 |29 (3¢ [39 |44 |49 |54 |59 |64 |over |JUVENILE| ADULT
MURDER '

MNSLTER. ,

FORG.RAPE. 1 ’ 1 1 3
ROBBERY

AG. ASSLT, , 1 1l 2 2] 21 1] 2| 8 5 2l 1 1 26
BURGLARY 3] 1] 6] 11 3 3] 1l 3] 1 21 23
{LARCENY 16| 18} 14| 6] 35| 11} ml 3 9 4l 2| 3l 7 2 3| a1l 80 S5.__
|M.v. THEFT 1 3. 6 1 2 1 L1 2 2 15 10 |
0TI ASSLT. , 5 1 1 1 1 3] 1 5 8
ARSON 2| 1 : 3
FORG/COUNT v ,

TRAUD 2| 1 1 3 2 9]
EMBEZZ. . 1 N
STLN.PROP. ' 1 1 2]
VANDALISH 6 ' 1 o1 2 1 N N - ...
HEAPONS 1] 1| 2] & 1 2 N ) B 1 1 4 13
PROSTITUT. , ' e
SEX_OFF. 3] 1 - 1 | 1 I 4 A
DRUG_ABUSE 4 12 16l 17| 16l 11) a3l 9ol 12t s 14| el i a2 32 ! 107
GAMBLING -

FAMILY OFF. : ‘ /

DULL 1 6| 8| 12| 12| 20| 16f 2] 11, 55| 46| 31} 33; 44 290 31| 19} 16 ) 7 [ 395
|LIq. 1AwWS 1 6| 25| 26| 14| 13} 8| 3 1 12 61 | 42
DIS. COWD. 1 2| s 5 L 3| 1 2 8| . 50
JALL_ OTHER 1l 211l o8l 11| 14 4l 4t st ab 2 61 51 3l il 3 1 i 1 53. ). . 36
CURFEW 1 3l 11 9 4| 12] 1 ' 40 ... 2
RUNAWAY 11 18 | 21} 18| 8 ‘ ‘ i , 66 | . .
tora,_ | 21| 261 89 | s8 [ 100 1321 68l 4] s1! 63| 42| a7l 28l azz | 75| axl g0l sal 37l 361 20| 18 406, 791

o

{174



TABLE 5.34

WASHINGTON COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976) - § )
10 & 13 to i 25t0 [30 o35 to| 40to |45 to|50 to|55 to 60to 65 & |Torar |Tomar | .

OFFENSE  |under|11-12{14 | 15 |16 | 17 | 18 {19 |20 | 21 |22 |23 |24 |29 |34 (39 |44 |49 |54 |59 |64 lover |JUVENILE ADULT - | = -
MURDER
MNSLTER. , 1 , 1
FORC.RAPE_| 1 1 1 1 ' ‘ 1 5

‘ ROBBERY 1 4 3l 4 ' 2 3 14 22
{AG. ASSLT. | 2| 21 6| 4| 13 4 3 4] 6| 2] 5| 2 1 34 56
BURGLARY 7 5, 76| 46 46 33| 13 9 11 7 6| 6 1] 10 3 2 1) 213 71
LARCENY 46| 99| 248| 147! 162 108f 65| 38) 41| 22| 30 20 12| 72| 36} 32| 18| 12) 10| 5| 7l s| 810 | 426 _
M.V. THEFT 23] 40| 24| 16| 8\ 8] 7| 1l 4i s 3 &) 3] 1 1 103 45
omp.AsSLT. | 1] 3| 2| 1 4l a4l 21 3 2| 2 2 4l 21 3 1 1 36 :
ARSON 3] 2 7i 1 3 1 1 17 1
FORG/COUNT 1 2| 3 1, 5 8 S ) 2l 1] s 3 1 6 22
FRAUD 4 2 2| 2] 1] 2 2 1 3] 6! 4 I § | 26 | .
EMBEZZ. ‘ R
STLN.PROP, s| 20 3] 1 1 1 2|
[VANDALTSM | 23| 31! 61! 29| 38| 29| 16 gl 3l 2 2] 3 3 3 3 _ 211 43
WEAPONS 4l 2l s 701 el 2| 1| 2| 2l 1 3l &l 1] 6 1 a 18 30_ |
PROSTITUT. 1 L ' , ‘ e 1 i
SEX OFF. ~ 1 2| 3] 50 2 42l 2} 3| 3| 2 2| 21 2 6 "
DRUG_ABUSE 3| 35| 44| 821 78} 80| 74| 62| 56| 48| 23 | 24| 67| 22| 14| 4 » 242
GAMBLING : - 1 :
FAMILY GFF. . i 1 e .
DULI A 1| 12| 33} 43f 37| 35 76} 58] 61 55 220 | 182 ] 1581133 | 93§ 100, 51| 41| 36} _ 46
LIQ. LAWS 1] 18| 49|101| 210 197| 165| 91| 14| Si 1| 7| & 2| 2 . 1. 3719
DIS._ COND. 71 11| 10| 15} 17 9] 11! 4 91..7 | 7] 26 6 21 2 1) 21 2} J._43
ALL_OTHER 3 3| ‘21| 19) 22| 17 8{ 1} 7§ 33} s5¢ 7| .. 7] 11} 4 5| 4 il 2l b 85 i
CURFEW 1 6| 38l 27| 421 201 1 \ : - | EVC
RUNAWAY 3| 12| 122) 531 571 15 , 1 1 ] 262
TOTAL _ 90 | 167 | 678 | 485] 630 | 614 | 473| 376] 286 | 208 | 182] 148 | 1341 459 |288 | 234|175 | 117 [ 114 | 61| 52 | 4z | 2664}




A

TABLE 5.35
WHEELER COUNTY - Total Arrests (1976)

10 & 13 to i 25t0 {30 to]35 to] 40to {45 to|50 to|55 toj 60to:65 & |TOTAL TOTAL
OFFENSE under [11-12] 14 15 16 17 1§ 19 20 21 22 23 24 29 34 39 44 |49 54 59 64 Qver (JUVENILE! ADULT

MURDER
MHSLTER.
FORC.RAPE
ROBBERY
AG. ASSLT. ! 1
BURGLARY 3 1
{LARCENY il 1 1 1
4.V, THEFT 1 11 1 ' : 3
OTH.ASSLT. ' , :
ARSON 1 1
FORG/COUNT 1 -
FR&UD '
EMBEZZ. ) : ) -
| STLN.PROP. : 11 . 1
[ VANDALISM . 1 . 1
WEAPONS 2 | ' 2
PROSTIIUT,
SEX OFF. , .
DRUG_ABUSE 2| 1 2 1 1 i 3. 4.
CAMBLING ' '
FAMILY OFF. 1 1
DULL 1 1 1 1 ! 1} 1. 4
" lLig. 1aws 1 3l 3| 15 6] 7 1
DIS. COND. | ;
ALL OTHER 1 1 I
CURFEH | -
RUNAWAY 2 1 1 A ‘ ‘ ’ : 4

. S

(=
-
o

=
fwn

{
]
€02

TOTAL 3 il 4 4 9l 6| 17 8! 11 5 1 3, 2l 1! 1 2 L 1 27 52

0




3

TABLE 5.36

YAMHILL COUNTY- Total Arrests (1976)

].05:l

13 to 25to {30 to|35 to] 40to [45 to]50 tol55 tof 60to {65 & |TOTAL TOTAL
OFFENSE  junder|11-12| 14 15116 | 17 | 18 {19 | 20 ! 21 |22 ;23 |24 |29 |34 (39 144 49 |54 {59 |64 IOver [JUVENILE ADULT
MURDER 1 1
MNSLTER. 1 B 1
|Eore. RAPE 1 2
ROBBERY 1 1 1 1 5
AG. ASSLT. 3 2 1 2 1 5 2 2 1 1 5 19
BURGLARY 1] 17] 20| 19] 14 3] 3 1 1 i 3 1 1 71 16
LARCENY 5 71 30| 22| 32| 23] 22| 15 9 8 5 6 101 10 1f 5 3 24 11 1 119 105 .
M.V. THEFT 8] 3 5 3 1 19 1 10
OTH.ASSLT. 1 3 1 1 1] 1 1 1 % |
ARSON 1 1l 2 1 1 6 2
FORG/COUNT 3 4 1 8.
FRAUD 1 1 2 1 1 Aewn 6
EMBEZZ. B SO
STLN.PROP. 1 1 U
VANDALISM 1 3 3 4 1 2 1 3 2 3 24 18. .
WEAPONS 2 1 1 10 2.
PROSTITUT. i
SEX OFF. 1 1 1 1 1 1 4 4 6
DRUG_ABUSE 7 9 25 16 21! 18 11 6 9 7 11 23 2 1 57 110
GAMBLING
FAMILY OFF. 1 1 2
DULL 1 8| 11| 15| 22 | 26| 39| 30} 24{ 24y 90| 70| 62} 50| 41| 37: 23] 21} 10 20 584
LIQ. LAWS 1 1 6 57| 72f 72| 35 | 26 7 1 1 2 3 146 153
DIS. COND. | 2 31 100 6 5).12] 5 2 8 6. 4 8 1 1 28 68
IALL_OTHER 41 15| 18| 16| s| 8| 8| 8 7 11 1 1 62 | . 65 |
CURFEW 1 91 4 7 6 2T
RUNAWAY 5 29| 13 10 3 60 4
TOTAL 16 | 28| 1501112 195 ) 1691 1681115 | 85| 80! 67| 52! 49 {167 { 205| 74| 71.1 51 | 40 25, 241 17 670 | 1190

3
o
3



TABLE 5.37

STATE POLICE - Total Arrests (1976)

10 & (13td | i o 25¢0 |30 o35 to| 40to [45 to]50 te' 55 to 60to|65 & |TOTAL ! TOTAL
OFFENSE  |under |11-12[14 15 {16 | 17 | 18 {19 |20 | 21 j22 |23 |24 |29 |3 [39 |44 {49 |54 |59 |64 lover |JUVENILE| ADULT
MURDER o 1 2 y 1 3 4 2 2 2 1 20
MNSLTER. 1 1 1 ; 1 2 1 1 1 1 i 2 A9
FORC.RAPE _ i 2, 2 2 4 2 2 2
ROBBERY 4 51 3] o ¢ AR L2l 2 1 12 45
AG. ASSLT. 3 5 8 7 7 6’ 11 12 8! 2 13 29 18 9 13 6 3 4 3 2 23 146
BURGLARY sl 16| 62| 59| 71| 36| 28| 26; 10| 14 8! 11 3 21 8| 10 1 6 3 3 1 249 153
tavcoNy _ | 13 270 s4) 69| 108| 96| 731 62| s3! 35! 370 26! 21| 8ol 320 271 18 15 7 4 367 499 .
M.V. THEFT 5/ 53] 691 57| 381 24| 24} 15} 13 7, s 5 24 8 3 1 L1 U222 | 132 _
O ASSLT. 1 5 9l 4 9| 19| 10] 6] 12 8l 16 9| 35i 21| 14| 15| 312 6 5 28 | 191 _]
ARSON 15 7| 23] 13} 8 2 3 4] 2 1 1! 4 1 1 1. 1 1 68 Ky
FORG/GOUNT 3 3| & ' 6 2 4 9 3 6| 45
FRAUD 1l 4 91" 2 6] 5| 12 6 4 7] 271 13)] 12 8l 6 3 1 16 {112
EMBEZZ. J Joo
|STLN,PROP. ' 1l 1 s 4| 2] 4 1 2 3] 3 ‘ 115
VANDALISM 10f 13! 18| 18| 37| 18| 19| 16| 7] 11 4} 10 3 11 12 7 1 114 116
WEAPONS 1 3l 5 7] 15 7! 9 10 10 7 71 26 1871 16 6] 1 1 1 2 3 16 143 |
PROSTITYT. : ‘ —
SEX_OFT. 1 3 1 |3 1, 6 3 3 2l 4 2 2 1 30.._
DRUG_ABUSE 41 33| 61)162| 240 | 350| 320| 272 | 243 190; 166! 134 420 | 105| 34| 13| 6 4 2 1 2] 500 | 2262 _
CAMBLING 1 1 1 5
FAMILY OFF. 1 2 1 1 1 6
DULL 4] 17| er( 13| 261} 268 286 | 421 361: 362} 360{1513 |1187 |10301 934! 816 773, s48) 365! 233] 210 | oges
LIQ. LAVS 1] 54| 1361278 | 471 | 626| 448|243 | 54| 28 17 5| 33 8 8 33 1 4 2t 3t 940 | 1486
DIS. COND. 1 5 6 5 8 25 10 8 14 17 11 11 34 16 18 8 & 1 25 1. . 186
IALL OTHER 1 50 11! 13| 28} 25| 20} 29| 25 121 18| 15| 37! 19] 13 71 6 7 3 3 , 58 | 239 |
CUREEW, 2] 61 5 5 3 - —21
RUNAWAY 12} 39 183 146: 120 | 42 2 1 , s42_\ 3
TOTAL | 551117 1 5121 637 959 |1158 {1477 1247 968 | 886 | 7071 665! 61312329 |1487 11219 ;1047] 902 | 819 | 589 | 3931 249| 3438 15597

- 60T
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APPENDIX A
OFFENSE DEFINITIONS
OREGON UNIFORM CRIME REPORTING PROGRAM
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APPENDIX A

UCR DEFINITIONS

The FBI's 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 the 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 appropriately counted in UCR.

The definitions in this publication are those published in the FBI 1975 UCR
Handbook.*

Part I Offense Definitions

l.a. Criminal Homicide - Murder and Non-negligent Manslaughter

Definition - the willful (non-negligent) killing of one human being
by another.

As a general rule, any death due to a fight, argument, quarrel, assault,
or commission of a crime is counted as l.a. Homicide. Count one
offense for each person willfully killed by another.

Suicides, accidental deaths, assaults to murder, and attempted murders
are not counted as l.a. Murder and Non-negligent Manslaughter.  Suicides
are not counted in Uniform Crime Reporting. Some accidental deaths

are counted as l.b. Manslaughter by Negligence. Assaults to murder and
attempted murders are counted as aggravated assaults.

1.b. 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 megligence is not counted as an actual
offense. All traffic deaths are counted and recorded. Those traffic
deaths which are found through police investigation to be accidental

:«s-(without gross negligence) should be counted as "unfounded." Count as
unfounded the death of a person who was determined by your investiga-
tion to be negligent in causing his own death.

*Federal Bureau of Investigation "Uniform Crime Reporting Handbook", United
States Department of Justice, January 1975.

AN



'Fdrcible Rape

Definition - the carnal knowledge of a female forcibly and against her
will. :

_ 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 attempted

 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 IT offenses.

; Robberz

\ fDefinition - ‘the taking or attempting to take anything of value

K 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.

Robbery-isee‘vicious‘type ofitheft in that it takes place in the
: presencefof,the victim, - The victim, who usually is the owner or
- person having custody of the property, is directly confronted by the

“ perpetrator and is treatemed with force or fear that force will be
' wused, Robbery involves a theft or larceny but aggravated by the

element of force or threat of forca, 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.

'_ If.fofce'is used in'the commission of a theft such as in overcoming
‘the active resistance of the victim in a purse snatching, then the
~ offense 1s to be classified as strong-arm robbery.

Aggravated Assault

Definition - an unlawful attack by one person upon another for the
~purpose of inflicting severe or aggravated bodily injury. This type
of assault usually is accompanied by the use of a weapon: or by means
likely to produce death or great bodily harm.

~Assault, as used in Part I of the UCR, may be defined as an unlawful
‘attack by one person upon another. Aggravated assault is defined as
‘an’ unlawful attack by one person upon another for the purpose of
v‘inflicting severebodily injury usually accompanied by the use of a
- weapon or other means likely to produce death or great bodily harm.
‘iAttempts should be included since it is not 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
- injurj if the crime was successfully completed.




The categories of aggravated assault include the commonly entitled.
offenses of assault with inteant 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 involving 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. .

5. Burglary - Breaking or Entering ) *'@f_'

Definition - the unlawful entry of a structure to commit a felony or
a theft.

Offenses locally known as burglary (any degree); unlawful entry with
intent to commit a larceny or felony; breaking and entering with intent
to commit a larceny; housebreaking; safe-cracking; and all. attempts

at these offenses- are counted in UCR as burglary.

6. Larceny - Theft

Definition -~ the unlawful taking, carrying, leading, of.riding aWay N ‘ :
of property from the possession or constructive possession of another. - n;

Larceny and theft mean the same thing in Uniform Crime ReportingQ .
Motor vehicle theft is not included and is counted separately because
of the great volume of thefts in that particular theft category.

All thefts which are not part of a robbery, burglary, or motor vehicle‘
theft should be classified in this category regardless of the value of
the article stolen. All thefts and attempted thefts are counted.

NOTE: Embezzlement; fraudulent conversion of entrusted property; ‘ .
conversion cf goods lawfully possessed by bailees, lodgers, or finders.
of lost property; obtaining money by false pretenses; larceny by check
larceny by bailee, and check fraud are all to be classified as Part II
offenses. , i

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 ;quf'
vebicle which is defined for this program as a- self-propelled vehicle (
that runs on the surfacs and not on rails. Examples of motor vehicles R
are automobiles, trucks, buses, motorcycles, motor scooters, snow~ - L
: mobiles, etc. '




‘ Part,iI' Offéhse‘Defihitions

.8. Other Assaﬁlts

Assaults and attempted assaults which do not result in serious or
aggravated injury to the victim are included as other assaults.

P 9. ‘Arson'

" Included are all arrests for violations of state laws and municipal
ordinances relating to arson and attempted arson. Included: any
willful or malicious burning or attempts to burn, with or without
intent to defraud, a dwelling house, church, college, jail, meeting
house, public building or any building, ship or other vessel,.motor
vehicle or aircraft; contents of buildings, personal property of
another, goods or chattels, crops, trees, fences, gates, grain,

- vegetable products, lumber, woods, cranberry bogs, marshes, meadows,

. ete.

‘If'pgrsonal 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 classifled as murder.

e 10, Fo:ggry,and Counterfeiting .

Forgery and counterfeiting are treated as allied offenses. In this
class are placed all offenses dealing with the making, altering,
uttering or possessing, with intent to defraud, anything false in
the semblance of that which is true.

11. Fraud
Fraudulent conversion and obtaining money or property by false
preténses. 1Includes bad checks, confidence games, etc., except

forgeries and counterfeiting.

12, Embezzlement

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

"13. Stolen Property; Buying, Receiving, Possessing

Included in this class are all offenses of buying, receiving, and
‘possessing stolen property, as well as all attempts to commit any
of these offenses.

14, Vandalism

"‘Véndalismygonsists of the willful or malicious destruction, injury,
disfigurement, or defacement of any public or private property,




15,

le.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

or narcotics.

real or personal, without consent of the owner or person having

custody or control, by cutting, tearing, breaking, 'marking, painting,
drawing, covering with filth, or any other such means as may be speci-
fied by local law. This offense covers a wide range of malicious
behavior directed at property such as: Cutting aute tires, drawing
obscene pictures on public restroom walls, smashing windows, destroying
school records, tipping over gravestones, defacing library books, etc.

Weapons; Carrying, Possessing, étc.

This class deals with weapon offenses regulatory in nature.

Prostitution and Commercialized Vice

Included in this class are the sex offenses of a commercialized ”
nature. \

Sex Offenses

(Except forcible rape and prostitution and commercialized vice.)
Includes offenses against chastity, common decency, morals, and
the like.

Narcotic Drug Laws

Included are all arrests for violations of. state and local laws,
specifically those relating to the unlawful possession, sale, use,
growing, manufacturing, and making of narcotic drugs.

a. Opium or cocaine and their derivatives (morphine, heroin, codeine).

- b. Marijuana.

c. Synthetic narcotics - manufactured narcotics which can cause
true drug addiction (demerol, methadones).
d. Dangerous non-narcotic drugs (barbiturates, benzedrine).

Gambling

All charges which relate to promoting, permitting, or engaging in
gambling are Included in this category.

>

Offenses Against the Family and Children ' =

Included here are all charges- of non—support and neglect or abuse o e
of family and children. S . 4 SRUR

Brivihg Under the Influence

This class is iimited to the dfiVing or'operating of any vehicle{
or common carrier while drunk or under the influence of liquor
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22,

%23,

24,

*25 L]

26.

*27.

28.

29.

*NOTE:

Liquor Laws

With the exception of "drunkenness" (offense No. 23), and "driving
under the influence" (offense No. 21), liquor law violations, state
or local, are plzeed in this class.

Drunkenness
Included in this class are all offenses of drunkenness or intoxica-
tion, with the exception of "driving under the influence'" (offense

No. 21). Detoxification cases are not recorded here.

Disorderly Conduct

In this class are placed all charges of committing a breach of the
peace.

Vagrancy

Persons prosecuted on the charge of being a "suspicious character
or person, etc." are included in this class.

All Other Offenses

Included in this class are every other state or local offense except
traffic, not included in offenses 1 to 25.

Suspicion

While "suspicion" is not an offense, it is grounds for many arrests
in those jurisdictions where the law permits.

Curfew and Loitering Laws - (Juveniles)

Counted are all arrests made by departments for violation of local
curfew or loitering ordinances where such laws exist.

Runaway - (Juveniles)

Suspicion is not a criminal offense in Oregon. Drunkenness and

vagrancy were repealed by the 1975 Oregon Legislature and are no
longer criminal offenses by statute.
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Arrest Definitions

For the purposes of UCR, adult persons are comnsidered "ARRESTED"
whether by actual physical arrest or the issuance of misdemeanor
citations.

Juveniles are considered "ARRESTED" when the circumstances are such B
that if he or she were an adult an arrest would be made or a mis- ‘
demeanor citations issued.

' Clearance Definitions

Clearances by Arrest

An offense is "cleared by arrest" 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 pollce notice.
A clearance by arrest can be claimed when the offender is a person
under 18 years of age and is cited to appear in juvenile court or
before other juvenile 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 sre counted in the clearances recorded.

Exceptional Clearances

In certain situations police are not able to follow 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 exceptionally.

1. Has the investigation definitely established the
identity of the offender?

2, 1Is there enough information to support an arrest,
charge, and turning over to the court for prose-
cution?

3. Do you know the exact location of the offender so
that you could take him into custody now?

4., 1Is there some reason outside the police control that
stops you from arresting, charging, and prosecuting
the offender?

<l

o







217

APPENDIX B

STOLEN PROPERTY CATEGORIES
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STOLEN ARTICLES CATEGORIES
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The following table illustrates the fifteen categories of stolen articles
presented in this report with a complete listing of articles included within

each category.

CATEGORY

Bicycles

Boats, marine equipment
Cameras, accessories
Clothing, furs

Furniture

Jewelry, watches
Currency

T.V., Radie, Stereo, etc.

Tools
Firearms
Motor vehicles

Motor vehicle parts and
accessories

Construction equipment

Alrcraft, parts, accessories

Consumable goods

Misgcellaneous

Includes:

Bicycles, tricycles.

Boats, marine equipment.

Cameras, accessories, viewing equipment.
Clothing, furs, 1uggage,4purses, wallets,

Furniture, household goods, appliances,
office equipment.

Jewelry, watches.
Money, securities, stamps, notes.

Televisions, radios, stereo/phonographs,
tape recorder/players, accessories,
P.A./paging devices, sound metering devices,
other.

Tools.
Firearms.
Motor vehicles.

Motor vehicle parts and accessories,
miscellaneous vehicles, motors/engirnes,
convertible tops/tonneau, trailers/campers/
canopiles.

Heavy construction machinery.
Alrcraft, parts and accessories.

Beverages/liquor, food/meat, personal
hygiene items, gas/fuel, hay/feed,
cigarettes/ tobacco, drugs, other.

Farm and garden equipment, musical instruments,
sports equipment, knives, explosives, livestock/
animals, spraying devices and attachments’, fire.
extinguishing equipment, metals (brass, copper,
etc.), saddles and tack, other miscellaneous
items and crime damage. T :

[0

*Crime damage is damage to property as the result of a criminal act ocher thdn ,
vandalism (2.g., property damaged as the result of an extensive or crude ; i
burglary, arsom, poorly executed gas theft by damage to a vehicle, etc.). :




o
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APPENDIX C
STATISTICAL METHODS
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APPENDIX ©

STATISTICAL METHODS

CALCULATION OF CRIME RATES

Quite often it 1s desired to compare the volume of crime occurrence, either
totally or by individual offense, over a period of time for a selected group
of agencies or jurisdictions. The geographical area being studied will un~
doubtedly consist of law enforcement agencies of various strengths and serving
widely varying sizes of population. An agency equalizing factor must be
developed, or in other terms, a common denominator is needed. To arrive at

a valid comparison, the concept of rate is utilized. '

The crime rate is defined as the number of offenses occurring per 100,000
population over the period of one year. The common denomirator for any com~
munity, county, district, or state is obtained by dividing the population
represented by 100,000, Once this denominator is determined, it becomes a
relative constant until such time as the population of the community, county,
district, or state changes appreciably. The crime rate can be calculated
then by dividing the number of offenses by the denominator.

a. Population * 100,000 = common denominator
b. Number of offenses + common denominator = crime rate

Example:

Agency A serves a population of 50,000 and experienced a total
of 2,500 Index offenses in 1976.

Index Crime Rate -

a. 50,000 (population) =0.50 (common denominator)
100,000

b. 2,500 (number of offenses) = 5,000 (crime rate)
0.50 (common denominator)

Therefore the Index crime rate for Agency A in 1976 was 5,000 offenses  5";1
per 100,000 population. -

Example:

Agency B serves a population of 128,750 and experienced a total of
13,500 robbery offenses in 1975. '

Robbery rate -

a. 128,750 = 1.2875
100,000

T b. 13,500 = 10,485
/ 1.2875

" The robbery rate for Agency B in 1975 was 10,485 offenses per 100,000;popul§;iog;_:

<




'f_rCALCULATION OF TRENDS

eCrime trend information is a presentation of the flu tudtion of data from one
time period to another. Trends can be computed on the basis of volume (number
of offenses, arrests, etc.) or rates (offenses, arrests, etc. per 100,000

- population)..  The trend is then presented as a percent change. Tae statistical

~‘connotation for trend is usually based on data over a substantial length of

" time such as:five ‘or ten years (at least three); however a comparison can be

= ‘:;made between two years, months, weeks, etc.

‘pTo computegthevtrend, always take the difference between the number. of L;fenses

.. or rates of both periods of time, divide by the number for the prior period,

ﬂ;fand\mnltiply by 100, thus yielding a percent change.

a. Number of offenses (one period) -~ Number of offenses (the other
period) ‘difference

b Difference * prior period X 100 = percent change
Example:

o Agency A showed an Index crime rate of 1,000 in 1975 and 1,250 in
1976. By visual inspection there was an increase.

Change -
a. 1,250 (1976) - 1,000 (1975) = 250 (difference)

b. 250 (difference) ’ X 100 = 25.0%
1,000 (prior period  1975)

Thus the Index crime rate for Agency A increased 25 percent from 1975 to
1976.

Example:
| Agency B reported 1,850 burglaries in 1970fand 1,365 burglaries in 1975.
By visual inspection there was a decrease.
Change - |
a. 1,850 - 1,365 = 485

b. 485 X 100 = 26.2%
1,850

Thus, the number of burglaries for Agency B showed a decrease of 26 2 percent
~from 1970 to 1975.

. 'One point is important in calculating change from one period to another. If
~the number of offenses, arrests, etc. increases from zero for the prior period
to a specific number for the current period, no change can be mathematically.

calculatad. , r
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Example:

;ngency A showed no burglary offenses in 1975 and 100~bffensesgin:i976.j
The increase is not +100% as may appear but cannot be determined.

Caiculetion -
a. 100 - 0 = 100

b. 100 = ﬂndeterminant number
0

Another example worth mentioning is the case where the number decreases from

a specific number in the prior pexiod to zero in the current period. The
change is always -1007% regardless of the number for the prior period.

Example:

~ Agency B showed 175 robbery offenses in 1975 compared to no offenses in '
1976.

Change -
a. 175 -0 =175

b. 175 X 100 = 100%
175

Thus the number of robberies for Agency B showed a decrease of 100 percent
from 1975 to 1976.

THE CHI-SQUARE TEST

The Chi Square tests presented in Section 2 of this report indicate whether or
not two or more frequency distributions are different enough statistically so
that they could be considered independent of each other. For example, a Chi
Square value 1s computed for males versus females on the various categories of
robbery. Assume the Chi Square value was not significant at the customarily
chosen 5% level of confidence. A non-significant value of Chi Square indicates
that males and females have essentially the same distribution of arrests over
the various categories of robbery. That is, the relative proportion of males
in each category is the same as the relative proportion of females in the same
category. No discussion concerning the calculation of a Chi-square value is
presented in this report. There are numerous books available which ﬂxplain
various statistical methods in more detail. /












