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Grade B-         		 Trend: Getting Better
• 	Serious and violent crime have decreased
•	 Addressing adult felony violent crime continues to 

be a high priority
• 	Lane County ranks among the very worst in the U.S. 

for serious property crime
• 	High rate of adult drug abuse drives higher rates of 

property crimes

Grade F      		  Trend: Getting Worse
•	 The system’s capacity to address crime has decreased 

while population has increased
•	 96 fewer jail beds are funded
•	 1,000-1,500 misdemeanor crimes annually are not being 

prosecuted
•	 Caseloads for parole and probation officers continue 

to climb (100 cases per officer versus a state rate of 75)
•	 The system is not able to address adequately many 

types of crime

Grade A   		   Trend: Getting Better
•	 Lane County’s arrest and conviction rates are very 

high despite fewer law enforcement officers,		
District Attorneys, and jail beds. 

•	 Law enforcement’s rate of arrests to reports of 
crime are higher than other areas of the U.S.

•	 The cases being brought to trial are successfully 
prosecuted in a timely fashion. 

EFFICIENCY AND EFFECTIVENESS

JUSTICE AND ACCOUNTABILITY

CRIME AND SAFETY

Grade F      		  Trend: Stable
•	 Offenders are often not held accountable; 4,000 

adult inmates are released annually from jail due to 
overcrowding

•	 Sentence lengths continue to be below U.S. 
averages

•	 The system’s ability to hold people is fading due to 
jail bed reductions

•	 Treatment options are fewer and mental health 
capabilities have been dismantled. 

•	 Re-offense rates remain above state averages
•	 The percent of people failing to appear for court is 

very high

RESOURCES AND CAPACITYADULTCRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM

REPORT CARD



The system is improving in the area of 
crime and safety with the exception 
of property crime and pervasive drug 
abuse.  The county’s adult drug abuse 
arrest rate continues to rise and has 
exceeded both state and U.S. rates 
since 1994, stabilizing at almost twice 
the state and U.S. rate.

Drug Abuse Arrest Rate per 10,000 Adults

Rate of Reported Serious, 
Violent Crime per 10,000 Population

Rate of Reported Serious Property 
Crime per 10,000 Population

Serious Reported Crime in 2004 per 100,000 Population

ADULT CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM INDICATORS

CRIME AND SAFETY

Grade: B-            Trend: Getting Better

Property 
Crime

Violent 
Crime

Lane County’s Rank Among U.S. Counties of 100,000 to 1 Million Population

ADULT CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM INDICATORS
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For example, Lane 
County has more auto 
thefts per capita than 
93% of similar metro 
counties nationwide.



The criminal justice system in Lane County has too few law enforcement officers and funded jail beds.  
The District Attorney is prosecuting fewer crimes due to the loss of prosecutors.  The number of proba-
tion officers is failing to keep pace with the number of offenders on supervision.  

ADULT CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM INDICATORS

Grade: F           Trend: Getting Worse

RESOURCES AND CAPACITY

Built vs. Funded Beds
Releases Triggered By Overcrowding 

as Percent of Lodgings

District Attorney Felony Intakes per Prosecutor

Because of budget 
reductions, the District 
Attorney’s Office is no 
longer prosecuting 
most non-violent 
misdemeanors.  The 
number of felony intakes 
is rising, increasing 
the number of intakes 
per prosecutor.  A 2004  
workload study by the 
American Prosecutor’s 
Research Institute 
showed the Lane County 
District Attorney’s Office 
is staffed at 68 percent — 
10 attorneys short of 
what is needed to handle 
referred cases.

“Percent of Lodgings” in the chart above is the number of Jail 
inmates released as a percent of all inmates housed at that time 
in the Lane County Jail.
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ADULT CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM INDICATORS

Grade:  A          Trend: Getting Better

Efficient and Effective Use of Resources

Grade:  F          Trend: Stable

Justice and Accountability

The system is doing a good job with the available resources.  Law enforcement’s rate of arrests per reported 
crime is higher than other areas of the U.S.  At the same time, the number of law enforcement officers per 
1,000 population is lower than the Oregon rate and substantially below the national rate.  Lane County no 
longer has an Interagency Narcotics Enforcement Team, SWAT, nor resident deputies in rural communities.  

Rate of Arrests to Reports for Violent Crimes Rate of Arrests to Reports for Property Crimes

Limited capacity to incarcerate results 
in a low average sentence rate for 
Lane County and Oregon compared to 
the U.S.  For all felony offense types 
combined, offenders in Lane County 
spend 1/6th to 1/7th  the U.S. average 
time in jail.  A very high number of 
offenders fail to appear for court 
and re-offense rates for offenders on 
supervision are high.

1998 2000 2002

Lane 1 3 1

Oregon 1 2 1

U.S. 6 6 7

Average Jail Sentence 
in Months for All Felonies

3-Year Re-offense Rate for Felony 
Offenders on Probation Supervision

Percent of Individuals Who Fail to Appear for Court
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Efficient and Effective Use of Resources

Justice and Accountability

Grade:  C+          Trend: Getting Better

Grade:  F	          Trend: Getting Worse

Percent of Offenders 
Not Re-offending within 12 Months

Lane County Offenders 
Released Early from Detention

Chronic Offenders 
(3 or More Referrals within 12 Months)

From 1996 to 2003, the percent of juvenile offenders who did not commit new crimes over a 12 month peri-
od increased 6%.  A small group of juvenile offenders become chronic delinquents.  Between 1996 and 2003, 
the percentage of chronic juvenile offenders decreased 45%.  With fewer resources to dedicate to high risk 
youth, the rate is beginning to creep back up.   Chronic offenders commit approximately 70% of all new 
referrals over three years.  A reduction of  just 3.8% of chronic offenders creates an estimated reduction of 
772 juvenile crimes per year.

Between 2000 and 2005, the number of 
Lane County juveniles released early 
from detention increased 42% because:
•	The ability to hold juveniles 

accountable is inadequate 
•	The system’s ability to hold juvenile 

offenders in secure custody is fading 
due to reduction in services and 
unfunded detention and treatment 
beds

•	Treatment options, including mental 
health services, for juvenile offenders 
have been significantly reduced
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JUVENILE CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM INDICATORS

crime and safety
Grade:  D+          Trend: Getting Better

resources and capacity
Grade:  F	          Trend: Getting Worse

Drug Abuse Arrests per 10,000 Youth Serious Property Crime Arrests per 10,000 Youth

Built vs. Funded Beds

The juvenile system is improving in the area of 
crime and safety.  Nonetheless, the county crime 
rate remains much higher than the U.S. rate. 

Resources and capacity are 
deteriorating.  The system has 
22% less personnel than 1980-81 
with four times the referrals. With 
reduced state resources, more 
serious youth offenders are now 
an additional responsibility for the 
local juvenile justice system.

2001-2002 2005-2006
Built Beds Funded Beds % Funded Built  Beds Funded Beds % Funded

Lane County Resources

  Detention 96 32 33% 80 16 17%
  Shelter (boys) 19 14 74% 19 7 37%
  Shelter (girls) 7 7 100% 7 0 0%
  Alcohol and Other Drug Residential Treatment 21 14 67% 21 8 38%
  Lane Closed Custody Treatment 0 0 16 16 100%
State Resources Available to Lane County

  State Closed Custody 75 75 100% 75 31 41%

Built vs. Funded Beds

PAGE 2 - JUVENILE



Criminal Justice System in Lane County, Oregon

Coordinating Council
Public Safety Public Safety 

summer 2006

For more information, please visit
www.lcog.org

D+ 
CRIME AND SAFETY

RESOURCES AND CAPACITY

EFFICIENCY AND EFFECTIVENESS

JUSTICE AND ACCOUNTABILITY

F 

C+ 

F 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM

REPORT CARD

EFFICIENCY AND EFFECTIVENESS

JUSTICE AND ACCOUNTABILITY

CRIME AND SAFETY

RESOURCES AND CAPACITY

Grade D+		  Trend: Getting Better
•	 Juvenile arrest rate has decreased
•	 Juvenile arrest rates for drug and property crime are 

higher than Oregon or the U.S.
•	 More than 70% of juveniles on probation have alco-

hol or other drug problems
•	 Over 30% of juvenile offenders are using 

methamphetamine    

Grade F		  Trend: Getting Worse
•	 Capacity of the juvenile justice system has 

experienced a steady and constant erosion of 
corrections and treatment options

•	 140 beds to hold juvenile offenders accountable 
remain unfunded

•	 60% fewer state beds are available for serious Lane 
County juvenile offenders

•  Juvenile offenders who are mentally ill and at a high 
risk to re-offend are remaining in the community

Grade C+		  Trend: Getting Better
•	 Juvenile re-offense rates are declining
•  In Lane County and Oregon, 68% of juveniles do 

not re-offend after they come into contact with 
the juvenile justice system

•	 Only a small percent become chronic offenders

Grade F		  Trend: Getting Worse
•	 The ability to hold juveniles accountable is 

inadequate
•	 The system’s ability to hold juvenile offenders 

in secure custody is fading due to reduction in 
services and unfunded detention and treatment 
beds

•	 1,165 juvenile inmates were released early from 
detention due to overcrowding

•	 Treatment options, including mental health 
services, for juvenile offenders have been 
significantly reduced

juvenile










































































































