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Juvenile Justice Information System Steering Committee
Mission ¢ Vision ¢ Goals ¢ Values

JJIS Mission

To promote public safety and youth accountability, and to offer opportunities for rehabilitation to youth, through the development and
sustainability of a statewide juvenile justice information system.

JJIS Vision Statement Goals in Support of Vision Statement

Sustain JJIS as a statewide juvenile justice information system that supports the
partnership of the OYA, the 36 county juvenile departments, and approved external
partners;

Sustain JJIS as the primary information system used by the OYA and county juvenile
departments to manage and report information about juvenile offenders in their
agency; and

Enhance electronic access to data among users, partners and stakeholders.

<& Provides a comprehensive view of
information about juvenile offenders
across Oregon’s state and county
juvenile justice agencies.

Support the assessment of risks and needs of juvenile offenders;

Support individual case plans;

Track juveniles through the entire justice process so that individual status, program
involvement, progress, and outcomes can be determined; and

Expand provider/partner access to individual youth records.

Provides comprehensive support for
managing individual juvenile offender
cases and tracking juveniles through the
justice process.

Provide data and information to evaluate the benefit of programs aimed at
reducing juvenile crime;

Expand the capacity of JJIS for efficient data collection, analysis, and dissemination;
Provide data to researchers and incorporate new research and evidence into policy
and practice; and

Identify and implement standardized outcome indicators that measure investment
return, including recidivism, positive youth outcomes and other appropriate
indicators tied to specific criminogenic risk factors.

Provides the capacity for and aids in the
overall planning, development, and
evaluation of programs designed to
reduce juvenile crime.

Provide a statewide standard for entry of information into JIS;
Maintain confidentiality and protection of information contained in JIIS;
Maintain the energy and enthusiasm of the Steering Committee and the partner
agencies needed to keep JJIS vital;
Seek opportunities to support business practice changes and respond to emerging
business requirements;
Cultivate innovative and forward thinking solutions to improve JJIS;
Continue to prioritize and manage JJIS resources efficiently;
Ensure consistent data integrity;
Ensure consistent training of JJIS users;
Ensure continuity of knowledge of both OYA and county juvenile department
business practices within OYA’s Information System Department to support
leadership and data integrity; and
Create and implement a JJIS Steering Committee Communication Plan.
Revisions adopted 3/21/2012

Recognizes and supports the common
business needs of juvenile justice
partnership agencies.

JJIS Partnership Values

Representatives of the OYA, OJDDA, and external partners with an interest in juvenile justice serve on the JJIS Steering Committee and
form the JJIS partnership. The JJIS partnership:

Represents the best interests of Oregon’s juvenile justice system as a whole;

Is entered into in good faith by all parties with integrity and honesty, and in the spirit of mutual support and collaboration;
Promotes the ethical use of JJIS information and uses the data with respect, professionalism, and sensitivity toward

the partners whose data is represented in the information;

Adopts and maintains the JJIS Vision and Goals, keeping them current with juvenile justice needs;

Uses the Vision and Goals as guiding principles for JJIS decision making.




JJIS Steering Committee

The JJIS Steering Committee provides oversight to the JJIS project. It meets regularly to ensure
that JJIS is on task to accomplish the vision and goals of the JJIS partnership.

The Steering Committee prioritizes the development of software features, makes policy decisions,
and allocates resources to the project.

Current Voting Members (March 2016)

Christina McMahan, Director
Clackamas County Juvenile Department
JJIS Steering Committee Co-Chair

Philip Cox, Assistant Director
Oregon Youth Authority Community Services
JJIS Steering Committee Co-Chair

Joe Ferguson, Director
Jackson County Juvenile Department

Clint McClellan, Assistant Director
Oregon Youth Authority Facility Operations

Joe O’Leary, Deputy Director
Oregon Youth Authority

Molly Rogers, Director
Wasco County Juvenile Department

Lynne Schroeder, Director
Washington County Juvenile Department

Terry Thompson, Director
Benton County Juvenile Department

External partners with interest in JJIS frequently attend Steering Committee meetings and patrticipate in
discussions, but do not have voting rights on Committee recommendations.

JJIS Staff
Steven Hoffert, Chief Information Officer Don Crossley, Manager
Oregon Youth Authority Information Systems JJIS Development & Reports
Paul Bellatty, Manager Debbi Martin, Manager
Oregon Youth Authority Research Unit JJIS Policy & Implementation

JJIS Data and Evaluation Subcommittee

The JJIS Data and Evaluation Subcommittee is a standing committee of the JJIS Steering Committee,
contributing to local and statewide research initiatives, program and system evaluations, and policy
recommendations regarding the use of data. The subcommittee supports the juvenile justice system by
ensuring consistency, accuracy and appropriateness of the data, guiding the development of routine and
annual reports and statistics, and interpreting relevant data analyses.
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Introduction

When the Oregon Legislature created the Oregon Youth Authority in 1995, it required
that the juvenile justice community adopt a recidivism definition and statewide
reporting system as a way to assess progress of juvenile crime reduction and prevention
efforts. This report is published in response to that mandate.

Definition of recidivism for this report:

“As a measure of public safety, recidivism is defined as a new criminal
referral.

A criminal referral is a law enforcement report to a juvenile department
alleging one or more felony or misdemeanor acts (offenses).”

Traditionally, Oregon’s juvenile recidivism has been measured for 12 months. The
juvenile justice system has long recognized the importance of tracking juvenile
recidivism for a longer time period. However, the concerns about the data limitations
(see full discussion below) discouraged the reporting of 36 month recidivism. The
importance of full transparency and increased interest in a longer tracking period,
propelled Oregon to publish the available data in this report.

Contents of this report

This report contains statewide and county-specific measures of recidivism for 2012
based on the measurement of criminal activity as a gauge of community safety. The
report selects youth who had a criminal referral in 2012 and tracks them for the
following 36 months. In order to track all youth who had a referral in 2012 for a full 36-
month period, the report requires 2015 referral data to be complete.

All data for this report comes from Oregon’s Juvenile Justice Information System (JJIS).
There are no outside data sources used, and includes only criminal referrals from the
State of Oregon.

Findings and Limitations

Summary Findings:
e Total youth in the 2012 cohort are 11,746.

¢ The 36-month statewide recidivism rate is 37.1%.
o The 36-month statewide recidivism rate (3 or more subsequent referrals) is10.7%.

Limitations of a 36 Month Tracking Period:

Readers should be aware that there are limitations when tracking a cohort of youth for
36 months in the juvenile justice system. In Oregon, criminal offenses after the age of 18
are processed by the adult system, not by local county juvenile departments. As a
result, youth who are age 15, 16, or 17 at the beginning of the tracking period will not
have a full 36-months of juvenile referral data available to evaluate. For example,




¢ 15-year-olds can be tracked for at least 24 months, but will reach the age of 18
prior to a full 36 months of tracking in JJIS;

e l6-year-olds can be tracked for at least 12 months, but will reach the age of 18
prior to a full 36 months of tracking in JJIS; and

¢ 17-year-olds will reach the age of 18 during the first year of the tracking period,
so will have less than 12 months of tracking in JJIS.

It is recognized that the numbers reflected in this report are an underestimate of
recidivism due to shortened tracking periods for 15, 16, and 17 year olds. In an attempt
to account for this limitation, two different analyses were completed. In both
approaches, the calculations were completed at a statewide level. The individual
county rates will vary.

e Tracking juveniles with adult arrest data after the age of 18. The Criminal Justice
Commission assisted in matching JJIS data with adult arrest data from the
Oregon Law Enforcement Data System (LEDS). A 10-year trend analysis was
conducted and showed an approximate 3% increase in recidivism when adding
arrest data.

¢ Projecting juvenile referrals as if all youth remained in the juvenile system (JJIS) for
the entire 36-month tracking period (regardless of age). Projections for criminal
referrals was made for 15, 16 and 17 year olds who normally would have not
been tracked for the full 36 months in JJIS. A three-year analysis was conducted
and showed a projected 7.5% increase in recidivism.

Notes about the information

Counts: Data is grouped by the county where the referral originated. The report counts
the total number of youth who had a criminal referral originating in that county in the
reporting year. The report sorts the results into two primary groups:

e No Subsequent Referrals — youth who had no subsequent referrals during the
following 36 months; and

o Subsequent Referrals — youth who had one or more subsequent referrals during
the following 36 months. This group is further divided into two groups:

o youth with 1-2 Subsequent Referrals

o Yyouth with 3 or more Subsequent Referrals
Percentages: Percentages may not add up to 100% because of rounding.

Race and Ethnicity: The JJIS Steering Committee defined Age and Race/Ethnicity
reporting categories based on best practices and available data. Race and Ethnicity
may be as recorded by the juvenile department based on police reports and youths’
self-reporting. These reports categorize youth by the race that is recorded in JJIS unless




the recorded Ethnicity is Hispanic. When the recorded Ethnicity is Hispanic, the youth is
categorized as Hispanic, regardless of recorded Race.

Caution: Readers are cautioned against making comparisons between counties.
Many factors can influence recidivism rates including the size of the county (small

numbers can vary significantly), local laws and practices, and local law enforcement
resources.

July 2016
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2012 36-Month No Subsequent Referrals

. - Subsequent
Juvenile Recidivism Subsequent Referrals 3 or More
By County — All Youth Referrals 1t02 i
County Youth Youth % Youth % Youth % Youth %
Baker 64 35 54.7% 29 453% 20 31.3% 9 141%
Benton 130 86  66.2% 44 33.8% 30 231% 14 108%
Clackamas 841 600  71.3% 241 28.7% 198 235% 43 5.1%
Clatsop 167 105  62.9% 62  37.1% 38 228% 24 14.4%
Columbia 164 92 56.1% 72 43.9% 53 32.3% 19 11.6%
Coos 165 107 64.8% 58  35.2% 40 24.2% 18 10.9%
Crook 112 67  59.8% 45 40.2% 36 321% 9 8.0%
Curry 58 40 69.0% 18 31.0% 13 224% 5 8.6%
Deschutes 723 463 64.0% 260  36.0% 203 28.1% 57 7.9%
Douglas 364 231 63.5% 133 36.5% 94  25.8% 39 10.7%
Gilliam 6 3 50.0% 3 50.0% 3 50.0% 0 0.0%
Grant 13 9 69.2% 4 308% 3 231% 1 7.7%
Harney 23 14 60.9% 9 39.1% 7 304% 2 8.7%
Hood River 83 58  69.9% 25 30.1% 19 22.9% 6 7.2%
Jackson 812 508  62.6% 304 37.4% 213 26.2% 91 11.2%
Jefferson 131 69  52.7% 62 47.3% 51 38.9% 11 8.4%
Josephine 210 146 69.5% 64  30.5% 45 21.4% 19 9.0%
Klamath 318 197 61.9% 121 38.1% 92 28.9% 29 9.1%
Lake 21 14 66.7% 7 333% 6  28.6% 1 4.8%
Lane 1,128 713 63.2% 415 36.8% 299 26.5% 116 10.3%
Lincoln 131 89  67.9% 42 321% 35 267% 7 5.3%
Linn 416 271 65.1% 145 34.9% 100 24.0% 45 10.8%
Malheur 210 134 63.8% 76 36.2% 56 26.7% 20 9.5%
Marion 1,391 877  63.0% 514 37.0% 365 26.2% 149 10.7%
Morrow 42 29 69.0% 13 31.0% 10 238% 3 7.1%
Multnomah 1,601 940  58.7% 661  41.3% 452 28.2% 209 13.1%
Out of State 2 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 0.0% 1 50.0%
Polk 201 118 58.7% 83  41.3% 56 27.9% 27 13.4%
Tillamook 136 77 56.6% 59 43.4% 37 212% 22 162%
Umatilla 271 169  62.4% 102 37.6% 73 26.9% 29 10.7%
Union 63 37 58.7% 26 41.3% 12 19.0% 14 222%
Wallowa 11 5  455% 6  545% 4 364% 2 182%
Wasco 105 66  62.9% 39 37.1% 24 22.9% 15 14.3%
Washington 1,279 810  63.3% 469  36.7% 326 25.5% 143 11.2%
Wheeler 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Yamhill 353 211 59.8% 142 40.2% 82  23.2% 60  17.0%
Total 11,746 7,392 62.9% 4354  37.1% 3,095  26.3% 1,259  10.7%
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2012 36-Month No Subsequent Referrals

. - Subsequent
Juvenile ReC|d|v!sm . Subsequent Referrals 3 or More
by County — African American Referrals 1to2 i
County Youth Youth % Youth % Youth % Youth %
Benton 6 4 66.7% 2 333% 2 333% 0 0.0%
Clackamas 35 23 65.7% 12 343% 6 17.1% 6 17.1%
Clatsop 2 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 0.0% 1 50.0%
Columbia 3 1 333% 2 66.7% 0 0.0% 2 66.7%
Coos 2 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 0.0%
Crook 2 0 0.0% 2 100.0% 1 50.0% 1 50.0%
Curry 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Deschutes 13 7 538% 6  46.2% 3 231% 3 231%
Douglas 6 3 50.0% 3 50.0% 0 0.0% 3 50.0%
Hood River 2 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 0.0%
Jackson 26 13 50.0% 13 50.0% 9 346% 4 154%
Jefferson 2 2 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Klamath 10 6  60.0% 4 40.0% 3 30.0% 1 10.0%
Lane 67 36 53.7% 31 463% 20 29.9% 11 16.4%
Linn 9 6  66.7% 3 333% 1 111% 2 222%
Malheur 2 2 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Marion 54 28 51.9% 26 48.1% 13 241% 13 241%
Morrow 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Multnomah 604 293 485% 311 515% 195  32.3% 116 19.2%
Polk 7 3 429% 4 57.1% 4 57.1% 0 0.0%
Tillamook 1 0 0.0% 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 1 100.0%
Umatilla 7 4 57.1% 3 429% 3 429% 0 0.0%
Washington 79 44 55.1% 35 443% 21 26.6% 14 17.7%
Yambhill 9 3 333% 6  66.7% 2 222% 4 444%
Total 950 483 50.8% 467 49.2% 285  30.0% 182 19.2%
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2012 36-Month No Subsequent Referrals

. - Subsequent
Juvenile ReC|d|v_|sm Subsequent Referrals 3 or More
by County — Asian Referrals lto2 (chronic)
County Youth Youth % Youth % Youth % Youth %
Baker 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Clackamas 12 10 83.3% 2 167% 2 167% 0 0.0%
Coos 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Deschutes 5 2 40.0% 3 60.0% 1 20.0% 2 40.0%
Douglas 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Jackson 11 6  545% 5  455% 2 182% 3 273%
Josephine 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Lake 1 0 0.0% 1 100.0% 1 100.0% 0 0.0%
Lane 15 7 467% 8  53.3% 6  40.0% 2 133%
Linn 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Malheur 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Marion 33 15 455% 18 545% 12 364% 6  18.2%
Multnomah 59 46 78.0% 13 22.0% 10 16.9% 3 5.1%
Polk 4 2 50.0% 2 50.0% 1 250% 1 250%
Umatilla 1 0 0.0% 1 100.0% 1 100.0% 0 0.0%
Union 1 0 0.0% 1 100.0% 1 100.0% 0 0.0%
Wasco 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Washington 39 27 69.2% 12 308% 8  205% 4 103%
Yamhill 2 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 0.0%
Total 190 123 64.7% 67  353% 46 24.2% 21 111%
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2012 36-Month No Subsequent Referrals

. - Subsequent
Juvenile Recidivism _ Subsequent Referrals 3 or More
by County — Caucasian Referrals 1to2 raiTs)
County Youth Youth % Youth % Youth % Youth %
Baker 58 32 55.2% 26 44.8% 18 31.0% 8  13.8%
Benton 104 71 68.3% 33 317% 23 221% 10 9.6%
Clackamas 670 481 71.8% 189  28.2% 160  23.9% 29 4.3%
Clatsop 149 93 624% 56  37.6% 34 228% 22 148%
Columbia 74 32 43.2% 42 56.8% 30  405% 12 162%
Coos 58 37 63.8% 21 36.2% 12 207% 9  155%
Crook 72 45 62.5% 21 375% 22 30.6% 5 6.9%
Curry 52 37 71.2% 15 28.8% 12 231% 3 5.8%
Deschutes 603 383  63.5% 220 36.5% 172 285% 48 8.0%
Douglas 310 200  64.5% 110 355% 82  26.5% 28 9.0%
Gilliam 4 2 50.0% 2 50.0% 2 50.0% 0 0.0%
Grant 9 5  556% 4 444% 3 333% 1 111%
Harney 13 6 46.2% 7 538% 6 46.2% 1 7.7%
Hood River 35 24 68.6% 11 314% 8  22.9% 3 8.6%
Jackson 577 368  63.8% 209 36.2% 148 25.6% 61  10.6%
Jefferson 37 25  67.6% 12 324% 9 243% 3 8.1%
Josephine 125 80  64.0% 45 36.0% 33 264% 12 9.6%
Klamath 217 146 67.3% 71 327% 53 24.4% 18 8.3%
Lake 14 9 64.3% 5  357% 5  357% 0 0.0%
Lane 901 569  63.2% 332 36.8% 238 26.4% 94  10.4%
Lincoln 90 54 60.0% 36 40.0% 30 33.3% 6 6.7%
Linn 332 220 66.3% 112 33.7% 75 22.6% 37 111%
Malheur 75 54 72.0% 21 28.0% 16 21.3% 5 6.7%
Marion 718 468 65.2% 250  34.8% 179 24.9% 71 9.9%
Morrow 19 12 63.2% 7 36.8% 5  263% 2 105%
Multnomah 620 401 64.7% 219 353% 166 26.8% 53 8.5%
Out of State 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Polk 161 98  60.9% 63  39.1% 42 261% 21 13.0%
Tillamook 64 35 54.7% 29 453% 19 29.7% 10 156%
Umatilla 145 94  64.8% 51 35.2% 40 27.6% 11 7.6%
Union 48 31 64.6% 17 354% 7 146% 10 208%
Wallowa 8 4 50.0% 4 50.0% 3 375% 1 125%
Wasco 70 49 70.0% 21 30.0% 13 18.6% 8  114%
Washington 705 467  66.2% 238 33.8% 172 24.4% 66 9.4%
Wheeler 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Yamhill 219 129  58.9% 90  41.1% 52 23.7% 38 17.4%
Total 7,358 4763  64.7% 2,595  35.3% 1,889  25.7% 706 9.6%
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2012 36-Month

No Subsequent Referrals

Juvenile Recidivism Subsequent Subsequent

. . Referrals 3 or More
by County — Hispanic Referrals 1to2 (chronic)
County Youth Youth % Youth % Youth % Youth %
Baker 2 0 0.0% 2 100.0% 1 50.0% 1 50.0%
Benton 13 6 46.2% 7 53.8% 4 30.8% 3 23.1%
Clackamas 103 71 68.9% 32 3L1% 24 233% 8 7.8%
Clatsop 10 5  50.0% 5  50.0% 4 40.0% 1 10.0%
Columbia 2 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 0.0%
Coos 11 6  545% 5  455% 4 36.4% 1 9.1%
Crook 7 6  85.7% 1 14.3% 1 14.3% 0 0.0%
Curry 3 0 0.0% 3 100.0% 1 33.3% 2 66.7%
Deschutes 68 51  75.0% 17 25.0% 15 22.1% 2 2.9%
Douglas 13 6 46.2% 7 53.8% 5  385% 2 15.4%
Hood River 34 24 70.6% 10 29.4% 7 20.6% 3 8.8%
Jackson 163 101 62.0% 62  38.0% 44 27.0% 18 11.0%
Jefferson 34 19  55.9% 15 44.1% 12 35.3% 3 8.8%
Josephine 18 13 722% 5  27.8% 2 11.1% 3 16.7%
Klamath 42 23 54.8% 19 452% 15 35.7% 4 9.5%
Lane 81 52  64.2% 29 35.8% 24 29.6% 5 6.2%
Lincoln 8 7 87.5% 1 12.5% 1 12.5% 0 0.0%
Linn 44 23 52.3% 21 41.7% 15 34.1% 6 13.6%
Malheur 127 73 57.5% 54  425% 39 30.7% 15 11.8%
Marion 501 297 59.3% 204 40.7% 147 29.3% 57 11.4%
Morrow 22 16 72.7% 6  27.3% 5  227% 1 4.5%
Multnomah 270 172 63.7% 98 36.3% 69  25.6% 29 10.7%
Out of State 1 0 0.0% 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 1 100.0%
Polk 23 12 522% 11 47.8% 6  26.1% 5  2L7%
Tillamook 40 22 55.0% 18 45.0% 9  225% 9  225%
Umatilla 20 57  63.3% 33 36.7% 20 22.2% 13 14.4%
Union 4 1 25.0% 3 75.0% 1 25.0% 2 50.0%
Wallowa 1 0 0.0% 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 1 100.0%
Wasco 23 13 56.5% 10 435% 6  26.1% 4 17.4%
Washington 439 258  58.8% 181 412% 123 28.0% 58 13.2%
Yamhill 60 32 53.3% 28 46.7% 17 28.3% 11 18.3%
Total 2,257 1,367  60.6% 890  39.4% 622  27.6% 268 11.9%
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2012 36-Month No Subsequent Referrals

. - Subsequent
Juvenile ReC|d|V|.sm _ Subsequent Referrals 3 or More
by County — Native American Referrals 1to2 i
County Youth Youth % Youth % Youth % Youth %
Baker 1 0 0.0% 1 100.0% 1 100.0% 0 0.0%
Benton 1 0 0.0% 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 1 100.0%
Clackamas 9 3 333% 6  66.7% 6  66.7% 0 0.0%
Clatsop 2 2 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Columbia 3 1 333% 2 66.7% 2 66.7% 0 0.0%
Coos 2 2 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Curry 2 2 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Deschutes 8 2 250% 6  75.0% 4 50.0% 2 25.0%
Douglas 2 0 0.0% 2 100.0% 2 100.0% 0 0.0%
Gilliam 1 0 0.0% 1 100.0% 1 100.0% 0 0.0%
Harney 4 2 50.0% 2 50.0% 1 250% 1 25.0%
Hood River 3 3 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Jackson 24 11 458% 13 542% 8  333% 5  20.8%
Jefferson 57 22 38.6% 35 6L4% 30 52.6% 5 8.8%
Josephine 3 1 333% 2 66.7% 2 66.7% 0 0.0%
Klamath 39 16 41.0% 23 59.0% 17 43.6% 6  154%
Lane 17 6  35.3% 11 647% 7 412% 4 235%
Lincoln 6 3 50.0% 3 50.0% 2 333% 1 16.7%
Linn 10 5  50.0% 5  50.0% 5  50.0% 0 0.0%
Marion 67 52 77.6% 15 22.4% 13 19.4% 2 3.0%
Multnomah 27 10 37.0% 17 63.0% 10 37.0% 7 25.9%
Polk 3 1 333% 2 66.7% 2 66.7% 0 0.0%
Tillamook 1 0 0.0% 1 100.0% 1 100.0% 0 0.0%
Umatilla 25 11 44.0% 14 56.0% 9 36.0% 5 20.0%
Union 2 0 0.0% 2 100.0% 1 50.0% 1 50.0%
Wasco 10 2 20.0% 8  80.0% 5  50.0% 3 30.0%
Washington 5 3 60.0% 2 40.0% 1 20.0% 1 200%
Yambhill 2 2 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Total 336 162 48.2% 174 51.8% 130 38.7% 44 13.1%
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2012 36-Month No Subsequent Referrals
Juvenile Recidivism by County Subsequent S;g::grl;elgt sor M

— Other/Unknown Referrals 1to2 (cohrron?;)e
County Youth Youth % Youth % Youth % Youth %
Baker 2 2 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Benton 6 5  833% 1 167% 1 16.7% 0 0.0%
Clackamas 12 12 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Clatsop 4 4 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Columbia 82 57 69.5% 25 30.5% 20 24.4% 5 6.1%
Coos 91 60  65.9% 31 341% 23 253% 8 8.8%
Crook 31 16 51.6% 15 48.4% 12 38.7% 3 9.7%
Deschutes 26 18 69.2% 8  30.8% 8  30.8% 0 0.0%
Douglas 32 21 65.6% 11 34.4% 5  156% 6  18.8%
Gilliam 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Grant 4 4 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Harney 6 6  100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Hood River 9 6  66.7% 3 333% 3 333% 0 0.0%
Jackson 11 9 8L8% 2 18.2% 2 18.2% 0 0.0%
Jefferson 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Josephine 63 51 81.0% 12 19.0% 8 127% 4 6.3%
Klamath 10 6  60.0% 4 40.0% 4 40.0% 0 0.0%
Lake 6 5  83.3% 1 16.7% 0 0.0% 1 16.7%
Lane 47 43 915% 4 8.5% 4 8.5% 0 0.0%
Lincoln 27 25 92.6% 2 7.4% 2 7.4% 0 0.0%
Linn 20 16 80.0% 4 200% 4 200% 0 0.0%
Malheur 5 4 80.0% 1 200% 1 200% 0 0.0%
Marion 18 17 94.4% 1 5.6% 1 5.6% 0 0.0%
Multnomah 21 18 85.7% 3 143% 2 9.5% 1 4.8%
Polk 3 2 66.7% 1 333% 1 333% 0 0.0%
Tillamook 30 20 66.7% 10 333% 8 26.7% 2 6.7%
Umatilla 3 3 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Union 8 5  625% 3 375% 2 25.0% 1 125%
Wallowa 2 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 0.0%
Wasco 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Washington 12 11 9L7% 1 8.3% 1 8.3% 0 0.0%
Yambhill 61 44 T21% 17 27.9% 10 16.4% 7 115%
Total 655 494 75.4% 161 24.6% 123 18.8% 38 5.8%
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2012 36-Month No Subsequent Referrals

. - Subsequent
Juvenile Recidivism Subsequent Referrals 3 or More
by County — Males Referrals 1to2 (chronic)
County Youth Youth % Youth % Youth % Youth %
Baker 48 27 56.3% 21 43.8% 13 27.1% 8  16.7%
Benton 86 56 65.1% 30 34.9% 19 221% 1 12.8%
Clackamas 576 405 70.3% 171 29.7% 139 24.1% 32 5.6%
Clatsop 101 61  60.4% 40 39.6% 24 23.8% 16 158%
Columbia 113 64  56.6% 49 43.4% 35  31.0% 14 124%
Coos 114 69  60.5% 45 39.5% 30 26.3% 15 13.2%
Crook 74 39 52.7% 35 47.3% 28 37.8% 7 9.5%
Curry 43 28 65.1% 15 34.9% 10 23.3% 5 11.6%
Deschutes 490 310 63.3% 180  36.7% 137 28.0% 43 8.8%
Douglas 261 155  59.4% 106 40.6% 74 28.4% 32 123%
Gilliam 6 3 50.0% 3 50.0% 3 50.0% 0 0.0%
Grant 7 4 57.1% 3 429% 2 286% 1 143%
Harney 19 10 526% 9 47.4% 7 36.8% 2 105%
Hood River 61 37 60.7% 24 39.3% 19 311% 5 8.2%
Jackson 535 314 58.7% 221 413% 155 29.0% 66  12.3%
Jefferson 84 44 52.4% 40 47.6% 31 36.9% 9  10.7%
Josephine 135 89  65.9% 46 341% 30 222% 16 11.9%
Klamath 203 120 59.1% 83 40.9% 63  31.0% 20 9.9%
Lake 14 10 714% 4 286% 4 286% 0 0.0%
Lane 744 438 58.9% 306 41.1% 215 28.9% 91 122%
Lincoln 88 54 61.4% 34 38.6% 29 33.0% 5 5.7%
Linn 290 172 59.3% 118 40.7% 80  27.6% 38 13.1%
Malheur 134 85  63.4% 49 36.6% 34 254% 15 11.2%
Marion 1,000 595  59.5% 405 40.5% 287 28.7% 118 11.8%
Morrow 28 17 60.7% 11 39.3% 8  28.6% 3 107%
Multnomah 1,020 563  55.2% 457 44.8% 304 29.8% 153 15.0%
Out of State 2 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 0.0% 1 50.0%
Polk 133 75 56.4% 58  43.6% 37 278% 21 158%
Tillamook 94 49 52.1% 45 47.9% 24 255% 21 22.3%
Umatilla 195 119 61.0% 76 39.0% 50  25.6% 26 13.3%
Union 52 30 57.7% 22 423% 1 21.2% 1 21.2%
Wallowa 9 3 333% 6  66.7% 4 444% 2 22%
Wasco 78 51 65.4% 27 346% 17 21.8% 10 128%
Washington 890 520  58.4% 370 41.6% 256 28.8% 114 12.8%
Yamhill 247 145  58.7% 102 41.3% 55 22.3% 47 19.0%
Total 7,974 4,762 59.7% 3212 40.3% 2,234 28.0% 978  12.3%
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2012 36-Month No Subsequent Referrals

. - Subsequent
Juvenile Recidivism Subsequent Referrals 3 or More
by County — Females Referrals 1to2 i
County Youth Youth % Youth % Youth % Youth %
Baker 16 8  50.0% 8  50.0% 7 438% 1 6.3%
Benton 44 30 68.2% 14 31.8% 1 25.0% 3 6.8%
Clackamas 261 191 73.2% 70 26.8% 59  22.6% 11 4.2%
Clatsop 66 4 66.7% 22 333% 14 21.2% 8  121%
Columbia 50 28 56.0% 22 44.0% 17 34.0% 5  10.0%
Coos 51 38 745% 13 255% 10 19.6% 3 5.9%
Crook 38 28 737% 10 26.3% 8  211% 2 5.3%
Curry 14 11 78.6% 3 214% 3 214% 0 0.0%
Deschutes 231 151 65.4% 80  34.6% 66  28.6% 14 6.1%
Douglas 103 76 73.8% 21 262% 20 19.4% 7 6.8%
Grant 6 5  83.3% 1 167% 1 167% 0 0.0%
Harney 4 4 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Hood River 22 21 955% 1 4.5% 0 0.0% 1 4.5%
Jackson 276 193 69.9% 83  30.1% 58  21.0% 25 9.1%
Jefferson 47 25  53.2% 22 46.8% 20 426% 2 4.3%
Josephine 74 56 75.7% 18 24.3% 15 20.3% 3 4.1%
Klamath 115 77 67.0% 38 33.0% 29 252% 9 7.8%
Lake 7 4 57.1% 3 429% 2 286% 1 143%
Lane 382 2713 715% 109  285% 84  22.0% 25 6.5%
Lincoln 43 35 8L4% 8  18.6% 6  14.0% 2 4.7%
Linn 126 99  78.6% 21 214% 20 15.9% 7 5.6%
Malheur 76 49 64.5% 27 355% 22 28.9% 5 6.6%
Marion 391 282 T21% 109  27.9% 78 19.9% 31 7.9%
Morrow 14 12 857% 2 143% 2 143% 0 0.0%
Multnomah 581 377 64.9% 204 35.1% 148 255% 56 9.6%
Polk 68 43 63.2% 25  36.8% 19 27.9% 6 8.8%
Tillamook 42 28 66.7% 14 333% 13 31.0% 1 2.4%
Umatilla 76 50  65.8% 26 342% 23 30.3% 3 3.9%
Union 11 7 63.6% 4 364% 1 9.1% 3 273%
Wallowa 2 2 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Wasco 27 15 55.6% 12 44.4% 7 259% 5  185%
Washington 389 290 74.6% 99  25.4% 70  18.0% 29 7.5%
Wheeler 1 1 100.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Yamhill 105 65  61.9% 40 38.1% 21 257% 13 124%
Total 3,759 2,618  69.6% 1,141 30.4% 860  22.9% 281 7.5%
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