
 
 

Juvenile Recidivism 
 

County Reporting - 1 

County Juvenile Recidivism Reports 
 
1998 – 2002 Data as Reported by Individual County 
 
 
The following pages contain juvenile data as reported by Oregon’s 36* counties. 
 
As with the statewide data, recidivism baseline data begin with an initial criminal referral 
occurring in any of the five years studied.  Subsequent crime is tracked for 12 months 
following an initial referral.   
 
Virtually all of the counties’ recidivism data show a similar pattern.  A small group of 
offenders commit a majority of new crimes.  While the proportion of chronic offenders 
varied among counties, this pattern did not change by location. 
 
 
* The Juvenile Justice Information System (JJIS) is the primary data source for the report.  All Oregon 

counties are represented in JJIS. 



 
 
Juvenile Recidivism 
 

2 – County Reporting 

 

Baker County 
 
The table below is the overview data on juvenile recidivism in the county for the years 
1998 through 2002.  Recidivism is based on a new criminal referral within 12 months of 
the initial referral.  The data exclude violations and status offenses.   
 
 

1998 – 2002 Offenders 
New Criminal Referrals 

 
 

Number of Number of Offenders by Year Percent of Offenders 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 59  51  89  87  85  48.4 45.9 64.5  67.4 60.3 
1 16  27  21  24  31  13.1 24.3 15.2  18.6 22.0 
2 21  15  17  11  12  17.2 13.5 12.3  8.5  8.5  
3 8  5  5  4  9  6.6  4.5  3.6  3.1  6.4  
4 2  3  3  1  2  1.6  2.7  2.2  0.8  1.4  
5 3  6  1  0  2  2.5  5.4  0.7  0.0  1.4  

6 & Over 13  4  2  2  0  10.7 3.6  1.4  1.6  0.0  

TOTALS 122 111  138  129  141  100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
 
 

Number of New Referrals by Year Percent of Overall Crime 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
1 16 27  21  24 31 5.0 19.1 21.0 32.0 31.0 
2 42 30  34  22 24 13.2 21.3 34.0 29.3 24.0 
3 24 15  15  12 27 7.5 10.6 15.0 16.0 27.0 
4 8 12  12  4 8 2.5 8.5 12.0 5.3 8.0 
5 15 30  5  0 10 4.7 21.3 5.0 0.0 10.0 

6 & Over 213 27 13 13 0 67.0 19.1 13.0 17.3 0.0 

TOTALS 318 141  100  75 100 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
• Number of new referrals:  The number of new referrals youth were involved in over 12 months. 
• Number of offenders:  The number of offenders corresponds to the number of new referrals.  For example, in 2002,  

9 offenders had 3 new referrals each.   
• Percent of offenders:  This column shows the percentage of offenders based on the total number of all offenders.   
• New referrals:  The total number of subsequent referrals per row. 
• Percent of overall crime:  The percentage of overall crime per row.  For example, in 2002, 9 offenders committed 

27.0% of the total new referrals.    



 
 

Juvenile Recidivism 
 

County Reporting - 3 

Baker County 
Perspective on the county’s population to the number of offenders  
 
The table below compares the youth population* (ages 10-17) to juvenile offender groups for the years 
1998 through 2002. 
 

Juvenile Offender Rates per 1000 
 Youth  Total  Rate Offenders Rate Offenders Rate  Rate 
 Population* Number of  per NOT per With 1 or 2 per Chronic per 

Year (ages 10-17) Offenders 1000 Recidivating 1000 Referrals 1000 Offenders 1000 
1998 2016 122 60.5 59 29.3 37 18.4 26 12.9 
1999 2030 111 54.7 51 25.1 42 20.7 18 8.9 
2000 2030 138 68.0 89 43.8 38 18.7 11 5.4 
2001 2015 129 64.0 87 43.2 35 17.4 7 3.5 
2002 2107 141 66.9 85 40.3 43 20.4 13 6.2 

 
The chart below illustrates data from the table. 
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The chart below shows the relative size of the juvenile offender groups to the county’s youth population.  
Data are for 2002 but can be considered representative of the 1998 through 2002 period. 

2002 Population* by Offender Group  

Baker County
2002 Youth Population* Breakout by Juvenile Offender Group

Chronic Offenders
0.6%

Offenders w/ 1 or 2 
Referrals 

2.0%

Offenders NOT 
Recidivating

4.0%

Balance of
 Youth Population

(did not offend)
93.3%

 
*  Population estimates from the Center for Population Research and Census, Portland State University.   



 
 
Juvenile Recidivism 
 

4 – County Reporting 

Benton County 
 
The table below is the overview data on juvenile recidivism in the county for the years 
1998 through 2002.  Recidivism is based on a new criminal referral within 12 months of 
the initial referral.  The data exclude violations and status offenses.   
 
 

1998 – 2002 Offenders 
New Criminal Referrals 

 
 

Number of Number of Offenders by Year Percent of Offenders 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 109  149  172  154  213  47.2 54.6 63.5  57.0 70.8 
1 46  58  50  67  51  19.9 21.2 18.5  24.8 16.9 
2 33  31  25  26  23  14.3 11.4 9.2  9.6  7.6  
3 14  9  12  11  7  6.1  3.3  4.4  4.1  2.3  
4 12  8  5  3  2  5.2  2.9  1.8  1.1  0.7  
5 6  5  3  3  1  2.6  1.8  1.1  1.1  0.3  

6 & Over 11  13  4  6  4  4.8  4.8  1.5  2.2  1.3  

TOTALS 231  273  271  270  301  100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
 
 

Number of New Referrals by Year Percent of Overall Crime 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
1 46 58  50  67 51 10.3 12.9 25.1 30.2 32.1 
2 66 62  50  52 46 14.7 13.7 25.1 23.4 28.9 
3 42 27  36  33 21 9.4 6.0 18.1 14.9 13.2 
4 48 32  20  12 8 10.7 7.1 10.1 5.4 5.0 
5 30 25  15  15 5 6.7 5.5 7.5 6.8 3.1 

6 & Over 216 247 28 43 28 48.2 54.8 14.1 19.4 17.6 

TOTALS 448 451  199  222 159 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
* Prior to 2000, Benton data were compiled from the county information system.  The conversion to JJIS could affect some findings.   
 
 
• Number of new referrals:  The number of new referrals youth were involved in over 12 months. 
• Number of offenders:  The number of offenders corresponds to the number of new referrals.  For example, in 

2002, 7 offenders had 3 new referrals each.   
• Percent of offenders:  This column shows the percentage of offenders based on the total number of all offenders.   
• New referrals:  The total number of subsequent referrals per row. 
• Percent of overall crime:  The percentage of overall crime per row.  For example, in 2002, 7 offenders committed 

13.2% of the total new referrals.  



 
 

Juvenile Recidivism 
 

County Reporting - 5 

Benton County 
Perspective on the county’s population to the number of offenders  
 
The table below compares the youth population* (ages 10-17) to juvenile offender groups for the years 
1998 through 2002. 

Juvenile Offender Rates per 1000 
 Youth  Total  Rate Offenders Rate Offenders Rate  Rate 
 Population* Number of  per NOT per with 1 or 2 per Chronic per 

Year (ages 10-17) Offenders 1000 Recidivating 1000 Referrals 1000 Offenders 1000 
1998 7744 231 29.8 109 14.1 79 10.2 43 5.6 
1999 7922 273 34.5 149 18.8 89 11.2 35 4.4 
2000 9856 271 27.5 172 17.5 75 7.6 24 2.4 
2001 9929 270 27.2 154 15.5 93 9.4 23 2.3 
2002 8545 301 35.2 213 24.9 74 8.7 14 1.6 

 
The chart below illustrates data from the table. 
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The chart below shows the relative size of the juvenile offender groups to the county’s youth population.  
Data are for 2002 but can be considered representative of the 1998 through 2002 period.  

2002 Population* by Offender Group  

Benton County
2002 Youth Population* Breakout by Juvenile Offender Group

Offenders w/ 1 or 2 
Referrals

0.9%

Balance of Youth 
Population 

(did not offend)
96.5%

Chronic Offenders
0.2%

Offenders NOT 
Recidivating

2.5%

 
*  Population estimates from the Center for Population Research and Census, Portland State University.   



 
 
Juvenile Recidivism 
 

6 – County Reporting 

Clackamas County 
 
The table below is the overview data on juvenile recidivism in the county for the years 
1998 through 2002.  Recidivism is based on a new criminal referral within 12 months of 
the initial referral.  The data exclude violations and status offenses.   
 
 

1998 – 2002 Offenders 
New Criminal Referrals 

 
 

Number of Number of Offenders by Year Percent of Offenders 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 1,108  1,086  1,188 1,044 1,031 71.8 69.3 66.9  71.8 75.3 
1 268  290  399  269  228  17.4 18.5 22.5  18.5 16.6 
2 93  94  116  80  73  6.0  6.0  6.5  5.5  5.3  
3 33  37  38  29  18  2.1  2.4  2.1  2.0  1.3  
4 18  30  16  14  11  1.2  1.9  0.9  1.0  0.8  
5 5  13  6  12  6  0.3  0.8  0.3  0.8  0.4  

6 & Over 18  17  14  6  3  1.2  1.1  0.8  0.4  0.2  

TOTALS 1,543  1,567  1,777 1,454 1,370 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
 
 

Number of New Referrals by Year Percent of Overall Crime 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
1 268 290  399  269 228 34.3 32.3 42.5 40.0 43.8 
2 186 188  232  160 146 23.8 21.0 24.7 23.8 28.0 
3 99 111  114  87 54 12.7 12.4 12.2 12.9 10.4 
4 72 120  64  56 44 9.2 13.4 6.8 8.3 8.4 
5 25 65  30  60 30 3.2 7.2 3.2 8.9 5.8 

6 & Over 132 123 99 41 19 16.9 13.7 10.6 6.1 3.6 

TOTALS 782 897  938  673 521 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
• Number of new referrals:  The number of new referrals youth were involved in over 12 months. 
• Number of offenders:  The number of offenders corresponds to the number of new referrals.  For example, in 

2002, 18 offenders had 3 new referrals each.   
• Percent of offenders:  This column shows the percentage of offenders based on the total number of all offenders.   
• New referrals:  The total number of subsequent referrals per row. 
• Percent of overall crime:  The percentage of overall crime per row.  For example, in 2002 18 offenders committed 

10.4% of the total new referrals.    



 
 

Juvenile Recidivism 
 

County Reporting - 7 

Clackamas County 
Perspective on the county’s population to the number of offenders  
 
The table below compares the youth population* (ages 10-17) to juvenile offender groups for the years 
1998 through 2002.  

 
Juvenile Offender Rates per 1000 

 Youth  Total  Rate Offenders Rate Offenders Rate  Rate 
 Population* Number of  per NOT per with 1 or 2 per Chronic per 

Year (ages 10-17) Offenders 1000 Recidivating 1000 Referrals 1000 Offenders 1000 
1998 40,097 1543 38.5 1108 27.6 361 9.0 74 1.8 
1999 40,821 1567 38.4 1086 26.6 384 9.4 97 2.4 
2000 40,999 1777 43.3 1188 29.0 515 12.6 74 1.8 
2001 41,875 1454 34.7 1044 24.9 349 8.3 61 1.5 
2002 43,502 1370 31.5 1031 23.7 301 6.9 38 0.9 

 
The chart below illustrates data from the table. 
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The chart below shows the relative size of the juvenile offender groups to the county’s youth population.  
Data are for 2002 but can be considered representative of the 1998 through 2002 period.  

2002 Population* by Offender Group  

Clackamas County
2002 Youth Population* Breakout by Juvenile Offender Group

Balance of 
Youth Population 
(did not offend)

96.9%

Chronic Offenders
0.1%

Offenders w/ 1 or 2 
Referrals

0.7%

Offenders NOT 
Recidivating

2.4%

 
*  Population estimates from the Center for Population Research and Census, Portland State University.   



 
 
Juvenile Recidivism 
 

8 – County Reporting 

Clatsop County 
 
The table below is the overview data on juvenile recidivism in the county for the years 
1998 through 2002.  Recidivism is based on a new criminal referral within 12 months of 
the initial referral.  The data exclude violations and status offenses.   
 
 

1998 – 2002 Offenders 
New Criminal Referrals 

 
 

Number of Number of Offenders by Year Percent of Offenders 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 217  182  239  193  190  73.1 67.4 72.0  69.9 67.1 
1 46  47  55  54  52  15.5 17.4 16.6  19.6 18.4 
2 19  18  23  17  21  6.4  6.7  6.9  6.2  7.4  
3 7  12  6  4  9  2.4  4.4  1.8  1.4  3.2  
4 4  7  4  4  3  1.3  2.6  1.2  1.4  1.1  
5 3  3  2  3  3  1.0  1.1  0.6  1.1  1.1  

6 & Over 1  1  3  1  5  0.3  0.4  0.9  0.4  1.8  

TOTALS 297  270  332  276  283  100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
 
 

Number of New Referrals by Year Percent of Overall Crime 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
1 46 47  55  54 52 31.9 26.4 32.7 38.0 27.4 
2 38 36  46  34 42 26.4 20.2 27.4 23.9 22.1 
3 21 36  18  12 27 14.6 20.2 10.7 8.5 14.2 
4 16 28  16  16 12 11.1 15.7 9.5 11.3 6.3 
5 15 15  10  15 15 10.4 8.4 6.0 10.6 7.9 

6 & Over 8  16  23  11  42  5.6 9.0 13.7 7.7 22.1 

TOTALS 144 178  168  142 190 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
• Number of new referrals:  The number of new referrals youth were involved in over 12 months. 
• Number of offenders:  The number of offenders corresponds to the number of new referrals.  For example, in 

2002, 9 offenders had 3 new referrals each.   
• Percent of offenders:  This column shows the percentage of offenders based on the total number of all offenders.   
• New referrals:  The total number of subsequent referrals per row. 
• Percent of overall crime:  The percentage of overall crime per row.  For example, in 2002, 9 offenders committed 

14.2% of the total new referrals.    



 
 

Juvenile Recidivism 
 

County Reporting - 9 

Clatsop County 
Perspective on the county’s population to the number of offenders  
 
The table below compares the youth population* (ages 10-17) to juvenile offender groups for the years 
1998 through 2002. 
 

Juvenile Offender Rates per 1000 
 Youth  Total  Rate Offenders Rate Offenders Rate  Rate 
 Population* Number of  per NOT per with 1 or 2 per Chronic per 

Year (ages 10-17) Offenders 1000 Recidivating 1000 Referrals 1000 Offenders 1000 
1998 4132 297 71.9 217 52.5 65 15.7 15 3.6 
1999 4166 270 64.8 182 43.7 65 15.6 23 5.5 
2000 4256 332 78.0 239 56.2 78 18.3 15 3.5 
2001 4271 276 64.6 193 45.2 71 16.6 12 2.8 
2002 4319 283 65.5 190 44.0 73 16.9 20 4.6 

 
The chart below illustrates data from the table. 
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The chart below shows the relative size of the juvenile offender groups to the county’s youth population.  
Data are for 2002 but can be considered representative of the 1998 through 2002 period.  

2002 Population* by Offender Group  

Clatsop County
2002 Youth Population* Breakout by Juvenile Offender Group

Balance of 
Youth Population 
(did not offend)

93.5%

Chronic Offenders
0.5%

Offenders w/ 1 or 2 
Referrals

1.7%
Offenders NOT 

Recidivating
4.4%

 
*  Population estimates from the Center for Population Research and Census, Portland State University.   
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10 – County Reporting 

Columbia County 
 
The table below is the overview data on juvenile recidivism in the county for the years 
1998 through 2002.  Recidivism is based on a new criminal referral within 12 months of 
the initial referral.  The data exclude violations and status offenses.   
 
 

1998 – 2002 Offenders 
New Criminal Referrals 

 
 

Number of Number of Offenders by Year Percent of Offenders 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 230  209  201  268  221  64.6 68.5 65.3  66.2 67.2 
1 71  61  54  82  65  19.9 20.0 17.5  20.2 19.8 
2 22  23  23  29  20  6.2  7.5  7.5  7.2  6.1  
3 20  6  13  14  14  5.6  2.0  4.2  3.5  4.3  
4 5  4  11  4  5  1.4  1.3  3.6  1.0  1.5  
5 8  2  4  6  1  2.2  0.7  1.3  1.5  0.3  

6 & Over 0  0  2  2  3  0.0  0.0  0.6  0.5  0.9  

TOTALS 356  305  308  405  329  100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
 
 

Number of New Referrals by Year Percent of Overall Crime 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
1 71 61  54  82 65 30.2 40.4 24.5 34.0 34.0 
2 44 46  46  58 40 18.7 30.5 20.9 24.1 20.9 
3 60 18  39  42 42 25.5 11.9 17.7 17.4 22.0 
4 20 16  44  16 20 8.5 10.6 20.0 6.6 10.5 
5 40 10  20  30 5 17.0 6.6 9.1 12.4 2.6 

6 & Over 0  0  17  13  19  0.0 0.0 7.7 5.4 9.9 

TOTALS 235 151  220  241 191 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
• Number of new referrals:  The number of new referrals youth were involved in over 12 months. 
• Number of offenders:  The number of offenders corresponds to the number of new referrals.  For example, in 

2002, 14 offenders had 3 new referrals each. 
• Percent of offenders:  This column shows the percentage of offenders based on the total number of all offenders.   
• New referrals:  The total number of subsequent referrals per row. 
• Percent of overall crime:  The percentage of overall crime per row.  For example, in 2002, 14 offenders 

committed 22.0% of the total new referrals.    
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County Reporting - 11 

Columbia County 
Perspective on the county’s population to the number of offenders  
 
The table below compares the youth population* (ages 10-17) to juvenile offender groups for the years 
1998 through 2002. 
 

Juvenile Offender Rates per 1000 
 Youth  Total  Rate Offenders Rate Offenders Rate  Rate 
 Population* Number of  per NOT per with 1 or 2 per Chronic per 

Year (ages 10-17) Offenders 1000 Recidivating 1000 Referrals 1000 Offenders 1000 
1998 6554 356 54.3 230 35.1 93 14.2 33 5.0 
1999 5953 305 51.2 209 35.1 84 14.1 12 2.0 
2000 5629 308 54.7 201 35.7 77 13.7 30 5.3 
2001 5741 405 70.5 268 46.7 111 19.3 26 4.5 
2002 6014 329 54.7 221 36.7 85 14.1 23 3.8 

 
The chart below illustrates data from the table. 
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The chart below shows the relative size of the juvenile offender groups to the county’s youth population.  
Data are for 2002 but can be considered representative of the 1998 through 2002 period.  

2002 Population* by Offender Group  

Columbia County
2002 Youth Population* Breakout by Juvenile Offender Group

Offenders w/ 1 or 2 
Referrals
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 (did not offend)

94.5%

 
*  Population estimates from the Center for Population Research and Census, Portland State University.   
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12 – County Reporting 

Coos County 
 
The table below is the overview data on juvenile recidivism in the county for the years 
1998 through 2002.  Recidivism is based on a new criminal referral within 12 months of 
the initial referral.  The data exclude violations and status offenses.   
 
 

1998 – 2002 Offenders 
New Criminal Referrals 

 
 

Number of Number of Offenders by Year Percent of Offenders 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 359  255  312  261  234  58.8 54.5 70.6  73.9 69.2 
1 129  123  81  53  49  21.1 26.3 18.3  15.0 14.5 
2 43  51  28  21  27  7.0  10.9 6.3  5.9  8.0  
3 34  20  11  9  15  5.6  4.3  2.5  2.5  4.4  
4 24  8  4  2  5  3.9  1.7  0.9  0.6  1.5  
5 10  4  3  5  2  1.6  0.9  0.7  1.4  0.6  

6 & Over 12  7  3  2  6  2.0  1.5  0.7  0.6  1.8  

TOTALS 611  468  442  353  338  100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
 
 

Number of New Referrals by Year Percent of Overall Crime 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
1 129 123  81  53 49 23.2 31.2 36.8 31.7 21.4 
2 86 102  56  42 54 15.4 25.9 25.5 25.1 23.6 
3 102 60  33  27 45 18.3 15.2 15.0 16.2 19.7 
4 96 32  16  8 20 17.2 8.1 7.3 4.8 8.7 
5 50 20  15  25 10 9.0 5.1 6.8 15.0 4.4 

6 & Over 94  57  19  12  51  16.9 14.5 8.6 7.2 22.3 

TOTALS 557 394  220  167 229 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
• Number of new referrals:  The number of new referrals youth were involved in over 12 months. 
• Number of offenders:  The number of offenders corresponds to the number of new referrals.  For example, in 

2002, 15 offenders had 3 new referrals each.   
• Percent of offenders:  This column shows the percentage of offenders based on the total number of all offenders.   
• New referrals:  The total number of subsequent referrals per row. 
• Percent of overall crime:  The percentage of overall crime per row.  For example, in 2002, 15 offenders 

committed 19.7% of the total new referrals.    
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County Reporting - 13 

Coos County 
Perspective on the county’s population to the number of offenders  
 
The table below compares the youth population* (ages 10-17) to juvenile offender groups for the years 
1998 through 2002. 
 

Juvenile Offender Rates per 1000 
 Youth  Total  Rate Offenders Rate Offenders Rate  Rate 
 Population* Number of  per NOT per with 1 or 2 per Chronic per 

Year (ages 10-17) Offenders 1000 Recidivating 1000 Referrals 1000 Offenders 1000 
1998 6981 611 87.5 359 51.4 172 24.6 80 11.5 
1999 7047 468 66.4 255 36.2 174 24.7 39 5.5 
2000 7017 442 63.0 312 44.5 109 15.5 21 3.0 
2001 6991 353 50.5 261 37.3 74 10.6 18 2.6 
2002 7019 338 48.2 234 33.3 76 10.8 28 4.0 

 
The chart below illustrates data from the table. 
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The chart below shows the relative size of the juvenile offender groups to the county’s youth population.  
Data are for 2002 but can be considered representative of the 1998 through 2002 period.  

2002 Population* by Offender Group  

Coos County
2002 Youth Population* Breakout by Juvenile Offender Group
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*  Population estimates from the Center for Population Research and Census, Portland State University.   



 
 
Juvenile Recidivism 
 

14 – County Reporting 

Crook County 
 
The table below is the overview data on juvenile recidivism in the county for the years 
1998 through 2002.  Recidivism is based on a new criminal referral within 12 months of 
the initial referral.  The data exclude violations and status offenses.   
 
 

1998 – 2002 Offenders 
New Criminal Referrals 

 
 

Number of Number of Offenders by Year Percent of Offenders 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 11  22  105  88  86  57.9 47.8 64.4  62.4 54.4 
1 5  14  32  32  35  26.3 30.4 19.6  22.7 22.2 
2 1  5  13  11  17  5.3  10.9 8.0  7.8  10.8 
3 2  4  8  7  5  10.5 8.7  4.9  5.0  3.2  
4 0  1  2  1  10  0.0  2.2  1.2  0.7  6.3  
5 0  0  1  1  2  0.0  0.0  0.6  0.7  1.3  

6 & Over 0  0  2  1  3  0.0  0.0  1.2  0.7  1.9  

TOTALS 19  46  163  141  158  100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
 
 

Number of New Referrals by Year Percent of Overall Crime 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
1 5 14  32  32 35 38.5 35.0 29.4 35.6 21.3 
2 2 10  26  22 34 15.4 25.0 23.9 24.4 20.7 
3 6 12  24  21 15 46.2 30.0 22.0 23.3 9.1 
4 0 4  8  4 40 0.0 10.0 7.3 4.4 24.4 
5 0 0  5  5 10 0.0 0.0 4.6 5.6 6.1 

6 & Over 0  0  14  6  30  0.0 0.0 12.8 6.7 18.3 

TOTALS 13 40  109  90 164 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
• Number of new referrals:  The number of new referrals youth were involved in over 12 months. 
• Number of offenders:  The number of offenders corresponds to the number of new referrals.  For example, in 

2002, 5 offenders had 3 new referrals each.   
• Percent of offenders:  This column shows the percentage of offenders based on the total number of all offenders.   
• New referrals:  The total number of subsequent referrals per row. 
• Percent of overall crime:  The percentage of overall crime per row.  For example, in 2002, 5 offenders committed 

9.1% of the total new referrals.    



 
 

Juvenile Recidivism 
 

County Reporting - 15 

Crook County 
Perspective on the county’s population to the number of offenders  
 
The table below compares the youth population* (ages 10-17) to juvenile offender groups for the years 
1998 through 2002. 
 

Juvenile Offender Rates per 1000 
 Youth  Total  Rate Offenders Rate Offenders Rate  Rate 
 Population* Number of  per NOT per with 1 or 2 per Chronic per 

Year (ages 10-17) Offenders 1000 Recidivating 1000 Referrals 1000 Offenders 1000 
1998 2086 19 9.1 11 5.3 6 2.9 2 1.0 
1999 2118 46 21.7 22 10.4 19 9.0 5 2.4 
2000 2346 163 69.5 105 44.8 45 19.2 13 5.5 
2001 2445 141 57.7 88 36.0 43 17.6 10 4.1 
2002 2630 158 60.1 86 32.7 52 19.8 20 7.6 

 
The chart below illustrates data from the table. 

 

Juvenile Offender Rates per 1000 

Crook County
Juvenile Offender Rates

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

1998 1999 2000 2001 2002

O
ffe

nd
er

 R
at

es
 

pe
r 1

00
0 

Y
ou

th
 P

op
ul

at
io

n

Total Offenders Total Recidivists Offenders w/ 1 or 2 Referrals Chronic Offenders
 

 
The chart below shows the relative size of the juvenile offender groups to the county’s youth population.  
Data are for 2002 but can be considered representative of the 1998 through 2002 period. 

2002 Population* by Offender Group  

Crook County
2002 Youth Population* Breakout by Juvenile Offender Group

Chronic Offenders
0.8%

Offenders w/ 1 or 2 
Referrals

2.0%

Balance of 
Youth Population 
(did not offend)

94.0%

Offenders NOT 
Recidivating

3.3%

 
*  Population estimates from the Center for Population Research and Census, Portland State University.   



 
 
Juvenile Recidivism 
 

16 – County Reporting 

Curry County 
 
The table below is the overview data on juvenile recidivism in the county for the years 
1998 through 2002.  Recidivism is based on a new criminal referral within 12 months of 
the initial referral.  The data exclude violations and status offenses.   
 
 

1998 – 2002 Offenders 
New Criminal Referrals 

 
 

Number of Number of Offenders by Year Percent of Offenders 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 141  122  100  109  86  62.9 63.2 62.1  70.3 64.2 
1 41  40  33  26  32  18.3 20.7 20.5  16.8 23.9 
2 22  15  14  11  7  9.8  7.8  8.7  7.1  5.2  
3 9  5  4  3  3  4.0  2.6  2.5  1.9  2.2  
4 1  7  5  0  2  0.4  3.6  3.1  0.0  1.5  
5 2  1  1  5  1  0.9  0.5  0.6  3.2  0.7  

6 & Over 8  3  4  1  3  3.6  1.6  2.5  0.6  2.2  

TOTALS 224  193  161  155  134  100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
 
 

Number of New Referrals by Year Percent of Overall Crime 
New Referrals 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
1 41 40  33  26 32 21.8 27.8 26.8 29.2 35.2 
2 44 30  28  22 14 23.4 20.8 22.8 24.7 15.4 
3 27 15  12  9 9 14.4 10.4 9.8 10.1 9.9 
4 4 28  20  0 8 2.1 19.4 16.3 0.0 8.8 
5 10 5  5  25 5 5.3 3.5 4.1 28.1 5.5 

6 & Over 62  26  25  7  23  33.0 18.1 20.3 7.9 25.3 

TOTALS 188 144  123  89 91 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
 
 
 
• Number of new referrals:  The number of new referrals youth were involved in over 12 months. 
• Number of offenders:  The number of offenders corresponds to the number of new referrals.  For example, in 

2002, 3 offenders had 3 new referrals each. 
• Percent of offenders:  This column shows the percentage of offenders based on the total number of all offenders.   
• New referrals:  The total number of subsequent referrals per row. 
• Percent of overall crime:  The percentage of overall crime per row.  For example, in 2002, 3 offenders committed 

9.9% of the total new referrals.    
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