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INTRODUCTION

~ Lrime

fAs

THiis bulletin contains informa-
~tion on Oregonians' perceptions

and 0p1n1ons about criminal jus-
~tice issues, -and citizens' use
of crime prevent1on techniques.

It is designed to serve as
update to two reports published
in  January and March, 1980:
"What do Citizens Think About
Crime and the Criminal Justice
System?" and "Do Oregonians Use
Prevention = Techniques?"
Those reports were based on the
results of the second annual
Oregon  Serious °Crime . Survey,

- conducted in March and April of

1979. This “bulletin. presents

findings from- the third annual

Serious Crime Survey which was

. initiated  in March of 1980.°
Detailed . analyses will be pre-
sented- only for. those ' survey

items: for which responses changed

- aignificantly from the previous

year's survey and for questions
not previsusly included. Readers
wishing more complete information
about specific items are referred
to the reports cited above.

in previous years, survey
- questionnaireés were mailed to a
random - sample of 1,500 citizens
drawn. from the Oregon’ drivers'
license files. This year, 1,096
completed questicnnaires  were
returned--representing 73.1 per--
cent of the total, sample and
'80.5  percent of ‘the surveys
which reached the individuals to
which - they were mailed (i.e.,
excluding those returned as non-
forwardable by the post office).
This is an exceptionally high

rate of -return for a mail- out~ o

survey

" Perception of Crime

the = 1979 Sur
~gbserved—that péople had a fa1r1y
accurate - picture of crime in
Oregon. The largest percentage
-of = respondents said crime in
their neighborhood remained about
"the same; most did nct expect to-
‘be a victim in the coming year;
and, those,that”EXpected tobe a

In

-~ victim thought it would involve

o

8

S

~.a property crime 'such- as burg-

lary, theft or vandalism. This
is 'a realistic picture of crime.
since crime has remained fairly
stable over the past five years,
ijncreasing slightly in

Py

an .

Long Enough

. very
‘previous

Jdncreased.

"thought
Survey —t—Was

"expected

_ those 50 and-  older were

“tim-of crime.
that females and those living 1in
‘rural

1979, |
‘ ~-be victimized.

Perception of How Neighborhood Crime

“Changed from Previous Year

SO
ATAVAS
-l

Increased

Decreased.

_Stayed the
Same

" No Opinion -

or Have Not ‘
.Lived There

1979 Survey
1980 Survey

The vast majority of crimes are
property related such as “burg-
lary, larceny and vanda11sm.
The chances of being a victim of

a serjous v1o1ent crime are rare,

although about half the house-
holds can expect victimization
of a minor crime such as vandal-
ism or a minor theft. -

In the 1980 Survey, results were
similar to those
"two years. - However,
there was a statistically signi-
ficant increase in the numbers
of respondents who thought crime
in . their neighborhood had

shows, 29
~respondents
increased,

11]ustration
~0f . *‘ne .
~ime  had

As fhe
percent

thought it had increased.

There were no significant changes
in  the number.
expected to be victimized or in
the crimes ~for  which

victimization.
observed in last year's survey,

11ke1y to expect victimization.
This is an’ accurate perception
as the older one is  the
likely he or she is to be a vic-
IT 4s also true

areas are less likely to
However, . these
groups do not seem to perce1ve
the difference. '

~in 1979 only 25 percent,

people

92 9-9-9-9

in the

of .people whc -

less

less

R RRIKIBII

- should .be treated. g
~vious: years, most thought they '

Cadult criminals.

stat1st1ca]1y significant- change .
. 1in

., Support for greater use of the
~ tax -dollar 1ncreased from 65 to

“remained opposed.

CRICR IR K D
&&&ﬂé&éﬁ

~ Treatment of Juvenileﬁfl
Of‘enders ~ ;

e

In the past two years two ques- -

tions. about the treatment of
juvenile - offenders. ~have  been
included. The first asked about
how noncriminal status offenders
As 1in pre-
should be held 1in nonsecure
facilities  or released with
court supervision rather. -than
being detained ‘in a. - jail cor
detentjon fac111ty The . only
variation in this response was

© that males were more likely than

females to favor the use of Ja11s

'and detention fac1]1t1es

The second question concerned
whether titizens would support a
greater use of theit tax -dollar
for programs designed to prevent
juvenile offenders from becoming
"There was a
the response

this = year.

69 . percent. = Thirteen -percent

An analysis
of the data by group showed that

women were less likely to oppose
this use of the tax do]]ar :

a6%
- 47%
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»  1979.Survey
, 1980 Survey

_7 identification,
- correctional program placement.
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“sary), ‘the

. becomes an adult. - - -

. record.

-§ Survey Admfnistration ana

 Should a Juvenile Criminal Record Be Used

[

e

Use of Juvenile Criminal
Records

Under current Oregon law, crimi-
-nal  records of Jjuveniles. are

confidential, whereas.the origi-

nal arrest and conviction records-
~of adults are open to the public.
~ While "criminal Jjustice agencies

may use Jjuvenile records they
must be stored "separately from

“adult records and cannot be
included in a central.  state
repository. This limits the

usefulness of criminal records
for . such things a ’
sentencing, - and

Additionally, if a Jjuvenile is
arrested and treated informally

by the court (i.e. charges are

founded, .but formal court pro-
cessing is. considered unneces-
record - -shall be

expunged  within  two = years.

~Formal - court records - may Dbe

expunged if a child has not had
~further referrals for two years.

This expungement process Timits
the system's abiTity to consider
a Jjuvenile criminal record for
sentencing ~ when = the . offender

Survey ,reSpohdents Wwere  asked
two questions = about juvenile

~ records. - The first question

asked whether the records should
be confidential or open to the

public.  The ‘'second concerned
whether the sentencing of an -
" adult - offender should consider

‘the person’s  juvenile criminal

Author: Pamgla;Erickson Gervais -

Data Processing: Stan Woodwell

Victor Atiyeh
Governor

“James M. Brown
: Chairman o
Oregon. Law Enforcement Council

Keith A. Stubblefield
. Administrator . _
Oregon Law Enforcement Counc11

as....suspect .

~not  have much public
because it means. these records
cannot be used for 'sentencing an

PaggTwo ?REGON»SEEbeS?CRIME‘SURVEY ;‘1989}U§DAfE
Do C%tizensvSupport Greater Use of Taxes
~ for quen11e~Programs? '
Support R R XX XD ILTLR st
"Oppoée
f:DOH't Knéw -

in Sentencing an Adu]t’Offendgr?

Confidentiality of Juvenile Criminal Records

They'shou]d remain
completely confidential

 They should be open
(treated samé as adult)

They should be con-
fidential except for use
by criminal justice '
agencies

In examining the results of the °
~two questions, it

seems - that
there .is public support for some
degree of - confidentiality for
juvenile records but not' to- 'the
extent that such records cannot
be used. by criminal ° justice

-agencies or. for sentencing adult
The largest percent-
age of respondents thought juve-
nile records should be confiden--
“tial except for use by criminal
“Jjustice agencies. ‘
1ittle support for totdl confi-"~
~dentiality. Toomooo

offenders. -

On the second qUestiohéfthé”vast-'
majority of respondents (81 per-:
‘cent).

thought - that  juvenile
records should.be used when sen-
tencing an adult offender. - This

suggests  that citizehs are wil- -

ling to et Juveniles. have a
second chance as aduits in most
areas -except when they. commit

another crime. This may mean -

that the current Tlaw which al-
lows expunction (destruction) of
juvenile « criminal

adu]t.

This project was supported by.Grant No. 79-MU-AX-0002, awarded by the Law

Enforcement Assistance Administration, '
Justice.
of the Law. Enforcement Council
- official position of the-United States Department of Justice.

There was -

- would get the same

- 'same  sentence..

records may -
support-

R, United States :
Points of view or opinions stated in this publication are those - §
and do not necessarily represent the

15.4% -

~ Analysis of group data indicates °
that the age group”15-19 is much

more Tikely +to  think juvermile

records - should be ‘confidential

~ treated the: same as adult and to
- favor- this use in-sentencing -an -
cadult, - 3 T :

, Sentehcingbbisparity

“‘and they-should not be used: for

adult ~sentencing. - Males were
- more likely than females -to say
- juvenile ' records should be

N
(=4

There-was no change;pn the ques- e

- tion relating to sentencing dis- ..
When asked how 1likely

parity.
it would be that two offendérs

with the same criminal history‘:rr

sentence,
about 26 percent said there would
be & 50/50 chance of getting the
‘ .« About one-fourth
said they would be Tikely to get
the same sentence and one-fourth

said it would be un]ike1y."0ver': 

20 percent - of the tesp0ndents,:

indicated that they- "have no

iQeg“"as to the T1ikelihood - of
similar - offenders
simi]ar.sentences. S

Deptartment of -

receiving -




e S ks i

S

ke

s

R LY Kk L.Sﬁ‘:"“*“ g e

crime prevention.
~ from 150-300.

OREGON SERIOUS CRIME SURVEY - 1980 UPDATE

Functions Most Important to Retain

if Police Budgets are Cut

Rank

Violent Crime Investigation

Emer gency Reshonse
Hard Drug Investigation
Property Crime Investigation

Community Patrols

- Traffic Enforcemeént
Crime Analysis
Crime Prevention

" Investigate Minor Violent Crime
Equipment Purchase

‘Investigate Victimless Crime
Complaint Response

Crowd Control
Investigate Minor Property Crime

Score*

‘1 Scbred over 1800

3) Scored 600-900
7) * Scored 150-350

.Scored less than 100
Mlzg .
12) tie
13)

o Functions to be Reduced First

if Police Budgets are Cut

Complaint Response
Crowd Control
Investigate Victimless Crime

Crime Prevention
Equipment Purchase
Crime Analysis

Investigate Minor Property Crime
Traffic Enforcement : .
Investigate Minor Violent Crime

-Community Patrals

Hard Drug Investigation
Emergency Response

Violent Crime Investigation
Preperty Crime Investigation

I
{1

Rank / Score*

1)
2; Scored- 1000 or more
3 ‘

4) }
5) Scored 200-450
6) :

7) : S
83 Scored 100-200
9 L

10)

11)

12) Scored ‘less than 100
13) :

. 14)

*Theﬁcore was developed by allowing 3 points for a function marked number
"1, 2 points for a function marked number 2, and 1 point for one marked 3.
A composite score-was compiled by ‘adding all respondents' scores.

Budget Cuts for Police

‘In the 1979 Survey a new question -

was added concerning the func-

‘tions most important to retain

and those that should be reduced
if police budgets are cut. The
results in 1980 were very similar
to ‘those 1in the previous year.
As to functions most important

-~ to retain, there was a high de-

gree. of agreement that the in-
vestigation of - serious violent
crime is the most important
function to retain. This func-
tion was rated two times as high
as any other. ~Emergency re-

‘sponse, hard drug investiga-
~tions, and

investigations = of

serious property crimes were:

“considered the next most impor-

tant’ functions. As the illus-

B tration shows, these scored in
~-the 600-900

range. A third
grouping of functions consisted
of .community patrols, traffic
enforcement, crime analysis and
| These scored

:s report contains no data
12;1es, presults of statistical §
tests, or copies: of'.thg survey
form, _ Such information 3%
‘available ~ 'upon request y
‘calling or writing the Oreggg
Law: Enforcement Counc11, 2
Front Street N.E., Salem, Oregon
97310, (503)'378—4229.‘

Functions considered -least im-
portant to retain were investi-
gation- of minor 'violent crime,
‘equipment purchases, investiga-
tion of victimless crimes, com-
plaint response, crowd control
-and investigation of minor: prop-
erty crime.

When respondents were asked which
functions should be reduced
first, the results.were similar.

There was substantial agreement
that response to complaints,

. ~crowd control and dinvestigation
of  victimless crime should be

reduced first.  The next "group
of functions received a much
lower score (200-450). - They

‘were crime prevention, equipment

purchase and crime - analysis.

~The  remaining ~ functions  all
-scored below 200.

, corrections - programs

.~ the  purpose of

Page»TH§ee

Corrections Programs

A question. on community correc=
tions programs has been included
in each year's survey. The
question asks whether respondents
would be willing to have a com-
munity corrections program in
their community for different
types = of  adult or juvenile
offenders.  In previous years
the results have indicated sub-
stantial support for community.
involving
juvenile or adult first time
offenders convicted of a violent
or property crime. Citizens
apparently do not favor -such
programs for repeat offenders of
any  kind or.- for first time
offenders convicted of a violent
sex offense. ‘

The results from the 1980 Survey

~do not alter this pattern; how-

ever, there were a few statisti-
cally significant changes. What
appears to have happened is a
shift from some.of those in the
"undecided" - category to the
opposition side for three cate-
gories of offenders. For juve-
nile first offenders. convicted .
of violent sex crimes, opposition
increased from 51 . percent in
1978 to 52 .percent in 1979 and
to 55 percent 1in .1980. For
first time Jjuvenile property:
offenders, opposition went from
19 percent in 1978 to 16 percent
in 1979 and to 21 percent in
1980. For adult property repeat
offenders = opposition went from

81 percent in 1978 to 85 percent
“in 1979 and to 86 percent in

1980.

Analysis of group data suggests
that women and young people (age
15-19) are more supportive of
community corrections programs.

In the 1979 Survey a question on
correctional
institutions was added. In the
1980 Survey significant. changes

. in the responses were observed.

The percent which felt. protec-
tion of society was the number
one. function rose from 59 to 64
percent, Those feeling . that
rehabilitation was the most

" jmportant function fell from 29

to 25 percent. Analysis of group
data_showed that men were more
Tikely ~than women to = feel.

"punishment” was the most impor-

tant . function, whereas women

-were somewhat more Tikely to say

rehabilitation was the most im-

-portant function. -

‘What js the 'Most Important Purpose

of Correctional Institutions?

Protection of‘Sbciéty

64%

from Crime
Rehabilitation RRRIXIXE
Punishment

1979 quvey
1980- Survey
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In 1979,
~ reinstated in. Oregon.
~present. time, the death sentence
. can -be invoked for conviction on

~cor air piracy.

~those in _ support,

wish ‘to see it .used on]x for
Fourteen
percent indicated that it should
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Capital Punishment

capital punishment was

the crime of murder. 1In  this

state murder consists of four

situations intentional - murder
wh1ch;;1s comm1tted not  under
extreme emotional d1sturbance,

death resulting from the commis-
sion of . another specific crime

"(arson burglary, escape, kidnap-

ping, rape, sodomy or robbery);

placing or discharging a bomb;
A question was
included on the survey to deter-
mine = whether citizens s(pport
the use of the death penalty for

premeditated murder only, all

murders, or all murders‘;p]us
other serious crimes.

e

Support for Death Penalty

The  results 1nd1cate a high

- -degree of support for the-death
“ penalty.

Only 19 percent said
they . do "not support the death
penalty in any circumstance. of
premeditated ‘murder.

be a penalty . for all murders and

35 percent would, support it for-
~all murders, plus other serious:

cr1mes such as rape . or -kidnap-
~ping. - In examining the remarks -

some respondents wrote on: the

- questionnaire, there  was - an

indication - that some . people

- support the death penalty for
some murders - and  some other
_ cr1mes such as murders ar and other -

crimes which involve mut11at1on.
Since = this  ‘choice- was not

included on the questionnaire,
~ it is not known what percentage.
~favor the death sentence for

this situation, In  the next
year's survey the question will

~be modified to make - that

determ nat1 on.

Some d1fferences on this ques-
tion were revealed for males and

females and for geographic loca-
.tion of the respondent. Women

‘were more likely to say they do‘
not support the death penailty in

any situation, whereas men were
more likely to say the death

~penalty should be used for all

murders: and other.serious crimes.
Respondents 1iving in Portland
and Salem were Tless  Tikely to

support the death penalty, while -

those in Medford/Central. Point

were more 11ke1y to support. it.
fespondents in Medford/Central

Point and Salem were more 1likely

to say the death penalty should
be used for all murders and other
er1ous crimes.

At - the

51 percent

I mentenaso o s T

Crimes for Which Death Pena]tx'

Premedftated
Murder Only.

Al Murderé

Al Murders, plus
other serious crimes
(e.g. rape, kidnapping)

Diversion

A quest1on ask1ng for people's

opinion on the use of d1vers1on o

for adult or juvenile property
cr violent .offenders revealed
little change from: - previous

 years.  Most do hot support

diversion except for juvenile

property offenders. A small but
- significant shift was observed
~from. those who were undecided to

those opposed to use of d1vers1on

“for "adults accused of ‘a violent

crime.  The analysis of group
data showed that older ‘people
are more - inclined to oppose
d1vers1on programs. 2 C

Commun1ty Prob]ems

' For each year's survey respond-

ents have been asked to rate the
seriousness of 14

problems. The ranking of these

,'problems for all three surveys

is shown be]ow.

For all three years cost of
living, property. taxes, . alcohol
and drug abuse remained the top

four community problems. How-.’

ever, the problem of unemployment

increased in rank ‘from 9 in 1979 -

to number 5 in 1980. Violent

“crime dropped from 5-to 10 and

land use/zoning prob]ems rose.
from 12 to 8.

community.

Should be- Used

I -

An analysis of the group data
provides some interesting
results, particularly redarding
location of the respondent.
Below is a table showing the
rank -order of neighborhood prob-
lems -by city. " While all ‘areas
agree that "cost of living" is
the number one problem, there
are variations on some of the
others. For . example, Eugene
rates violent crime as the number
two problem.. Other areas rated
it much 1lower. Salem and Port-
land rated property crime much
higher than did other areas.
Medford/Central Point - rated
pollution and. land  use issues
higher “than - other localities.

- They also rated unemployment as

the third highest problem.

Analkysis- by other - groupings
shows  that women rate alcohol
abtuise, -poverty, and unemployment
higher  than men do.” Young
people rate pollution and drug
and alcohol abuse higher, . and
property and white co]lar crime

somewhat 1ower.vv

SJnCE« alcohol -and - drug abuse
were rated among the top four
problems, a question was added
to the 1979 Survey to determine
specifically what people saw as
the nature of drug and alcohol

._prob1ems.

Rank Order'of CommunityvéfOSIems'

- 1978 -

Property Tax .
Drug/Ajcohol Abuse -
Cost of Living '

. Juvenile Delinguency
Property Crime .

~Land Use/Zoning

Quality of Educat1en

= 10 00 I VU N =
SIIE S '

. 14. Race Relations

"~ Cost of Living
‘Alcohol. Abuse
Property Tax
Drug Abuse .
Violent Crime .. -
Juveniie Delinguency -

- Property Crime

Domestic Violence .

1980

Cost of L1v1ng

Property Tax

Alcohol Abuse

Drug Abuse

Unemployment

Juvenile Delinquency
-Property Crime

. Unemployment Quality of Educat1on ~- Land Use/Zoning
«  Environment Unemployment - Eudcation
10. Violent Crime Environment Violent Crime
11, Poverty . Poverty - Polution
12. White Collar Crime Land Use/Zoning. Poverty
13. Domestic Violence “. White Collar Crime White Collar Cr1me

Domestic Violence

Ranking of Community Problems by City - 1980

Medford/ iRest of

Portland Salem . Eugene  Cnt. Pt. ‘State

1. Cost of Living A | | i 1 1
2. Quality of Education 7 7 10 11 .9
- 3. Domestic Violence 14 14 14 14 ‘12
4. - Juvenile Delinguency 6 8 =7 "9 6
5. -Pollution ' 10 13 9 5 11
6. Drug Abuse 5 6 6 8 4
7. Alcohol. Abuse 4 4 3 6 3
8. Poverty : 12 11 13 13 10
9. Property Crime : 3 2. 8 7 8
10. Property Tax- " 2 4 2 2 5
11. Unemployment 8 9 5 3 5.

12, VYiglent Crime 9 5 2 10 10 !
- 13. Land Use/Zoning Issue 11 10 T11 4 7
14, White Collar Crime 12 12 12 12 13
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The results also dindicate " that

7 the age group 15-29 might be

Ranking of Alcohol and Drug Problems : considered a target group for
T ' focus .by crime prevention pro-

_ grams. That group experiences
80 Rank 79 Rank 80 Rank 79 Rank ] the highest rate -of victimiza-
tion and is the least Tlikely to

Alcohol Drug

Rl

Health Problems 3 3 3 2 use most prevention techniques.
Eg‘;‘l}{eggﬁ‘e‘“s 'g g g g “As in last year's survey, about
Accidents Under Influence 1 1 4 5 ha]f of thi.rQSPO.ndentS reported
Crimes Under Influence 4 4 2 -3 owning a iirearm; _however, few
Crimes Committed to Suport 5 5 1 1 view it as a device for pro-
Other ; 7 7 7 7 tection against crime and most
own it for recreational purposes.
Some- interesting results regard-
ing the geographic Tlocation of
. 1979 dent ted the respondent were uncovered
noo » - respondents rate ‘ . . thi r. The results: suggest
"accidents caused while under Use of Crime Prevention Eg;i gc?n?e ar'ease are making gr?xore'-‘
the influence” as the most v Techniques | progress in certain aspects of
serious alcohol problem. Family . 5 ri revention than others.
and health problems were rated ' The survey has included a series K‘;“ﬁe gﬂustra’cions show, P?)rt-
second and third, respectively. of questions relating to how Tand, Salem and Eugene' evidence
The results from the 1980 Survey - ‘Trequently citizens Tlock their more use of home security than
were identical. gﬁme_zs, gar‘]agebs]» and cars;t engrave areas in the rest of the state.
S ) . ani;rbur\iﬁa{,{a edecgquer‘rnyéintg?;e] Residents outside these three
For drug problems, people viewed Tocks 1'gn )(I)erable ? condition: cities were less likely to 7Jock
“"crimes committed to support have buralar 21arm5' and. kee ’a their doors when away from home
addiction™ as the most serjous £3 g the home. A . pt or lock their cars when parked
drug problem. Health problems 136?"' an 1?. ome. separate ~at or away from home. This dif-
were ranked . second, crimes com- up gve d u ?:h1'n 15 not being ference could be attributed to
mitted under the influence were produced on this series of ques- the fact that crime prevention
third, and family problems were tions primarily because there programs have operated for long-
fourth. 1In 1980, some signifi- : wire no new questions nor major er periods of time in Portland,
cant shifts were observed, sug- changes 1in the results for 1980. Salem and Eugéne. '
gesting people are more prone to ) : ' )
: view drug problems in terms of A summary of the results show The City of Portiand appears to
’ their impact on society rather ' that a majority of citizens make be ahead of other areas in ‘the
than the effects on the individ- use of the basic crime prevention use of anti-burglary stickers |
ual. Crimes committed while measures such as Tocking the and property engraving. About
under the influence. moved from house, having operable Tocks, 30 percent of the respondents
third  to -second, while health . and locking the garage. However, reported making use of these
problems dropped from second to less than a majority use anti- techniques. Significantly fewer
" - third. Accidents caused while - burglary  decals, mark their respondents 1in other areas - of
~under the dinfluence rose from valuable property or lock their the state report -using these
fifth to fourth, while family car when it is parked near the techniqués.  More people in
problems dropped from fourth to home. ~ These represent areas’ Portland also reported having a
fifth. v ' o where  improvement is needed. _ burglar alarm.

Perce‘nt ng‘sifc?e,f\c]; a,%ﬁek";ﬁfa;’ oors of Percent of Respondents Who Have Engraved

Valuable Property

79% T B
Portland 30%

Pc;rtlénd
tugene | — 9% Eugen:e . — 16%
Rest of State | — 652 : . Rest of State - 16%
. )
Percent. Which A]wayé Lock | » .
Their Garage : Percent Which Display Anti-Burglary Stickers

" Salem — 2% Salem - 10%
Eugene — 76% Eugene — 14% -
_ 11%

wrorsee NN - et of State
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~ Page Six.

’ Percent wmch A'lways Lock>the Car Nhen
~ Parked at Home ‘.

- Port1 and -

. Eugene ‘ 57%

" Rest of State -~

BN .

i

Percent Wh1ch A]ways Lock the Car When S
‘ Parked -Away From Home o

o

Portland
SaTem ‘ '
~Eugene. -~

Rest of State -

I.AW ENFORCEMENT COUNCII. ;
R STATE PLANNING AGENCY
2001, Flfont Street N.E. i
SALEM, OREGON 97310 -~
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£

| OREGON |SERIOUS CRIME SURVEY - 1980 UPDATE e

- For = more - detaﬂed 1nformat1on~ .
~ about- the use of crime prevent1on~
‘techniques, the reader is refer-
red to the 1979 results published
in the bulletin entitled, "Survey =~ -
of Serious Crime, = Part 2y Do -
Citizens Use;”Cr1me,jPrevéntion,“ ‘
Techniques?" . Since ' there were
.no major changes in 1980, ‘these
~results can be cons1dered st111 S
1Ava11d L

UP COMING REPORTS

1. Ana]ys1s of Crime 1n Oregon -f'fﬁif;}
1979, . available- September,a
1980 - cost $5.00. , _

| 2. What Happens After Arrest 1n1 S
Oregon,' available in October, § -

For 1nformat1on ‘or  copies of |
these reports contact f;f};',@‘,~

ot

s _Pamela Er1ckson Gerva1s
Law Enforcement Counc11
Front = Street N.E.,”
97310 Phone*

Oregon L
-2001g -

Salem R § .

(503) 378 8056.,rf ot
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