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Figure 5 Policymaker Attitudes, Public Opinion, and Pelicymake
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What 1s the Most Important Purpose

of Correctional Institutions?

from Crime

] 59%
Protection of Society  [\\NN\NANNNANNNNANNANNNRARNAARNNRRRRY 642
67%
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Rehabilitation

Punishment

1979
1980
1981
1982

Source: OLEC Serious Crime Survey,
1982 Update.
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What is the Most Important Purpose
of Correctional Institutions?
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM

MULTNOMAH, CLACKAMAS
&
WASHINGTON COUNTIES

A REGIONAL SUMMARY

february 1984



the criminal justice

POPULATION 1,070,000

ADULTS 773,000
(18 yrs+)

3 COUNTIES/20 CITIES
1982 TOTAL REPORTED OFFENSES
1982 TOTAL ADULT ARRESTS

CRIME RATE - PER 1000 POPULATION

system

(72%)

154,500
33,800

144 .4

law enforcement

32 AGENCIES

FY 83-84 COST: $84,000,000

TOTAL PERSONNEL: 2006

SHERIFF - 611 (
CITY - 1274 (
STATE = 121

N W
O W O

‘ o0 o\

M I N M O BN BN N NN NS e Ee ..

1983

district attorney

3 OFFICES

FY 83-84 COST: $6,500,000

TOTAL PERSONNEL: 1’9 2

- NUMBEFR OF FELONY COMPLAINTS ISSUED
1983 -

7,000

NUMBER OF MISDEMEANOR COMPLAINTS ISSUED: 23,000



courts

21 DISTRICT JUDGES

30 CIRCUIT JUDGES

TOTAL OPERATIONS COSTS: $21,000,000

CIRCULTS $12,500,000

DISTRICT: $ 8,500,000

----‘--ﬂ---

corrections facilities

3 JAILS: 903 BEDS

63% USED FOR PRETRIAL DEFENDANTS (566)
37% USED FOR SENTENCED PRISONERS (337)
OF THE SENTENCED PRISONERS :

71% - SENTENCED FELONS (239)
292 - SENTENCED MISDEMEANANTS ( 98)
RESTITUTION CENTER BEDS 80
WORK RELEASE BEDS - IN JAIL 78
WORK RELEASE BEDS - OUT OF JAIL 30
TOTAL JAIL STAFF 322
CcOST OF JAIL OPERATION $10,700,000
TOTAL JATL BOOKINGS 36,500



probation,parole &
community corrections

NUMBER OF PROBATION AND PAROLE
OFFICERS - STATE AND COUNTY: 135

NUMBER OF PRESENTENCE
INVESTIGATION STAFF: 22

TOTAL FY 83-84 COST OF PROBATION,
PAROLE, COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS: $10,000,000

NUMBER OF ADULTS UNDER
SUPERVISION - JANUARY, 1984: 11,000 (1.4% of the
adult populatio

penitentiary commitments

COUNTY ( A & B FELONS C FELONS ' TO'TAL *PgESLiggg"
I T T T =
19811 1982 1981 ! 1982 1981} 1982 l982i
- | 1 i |
WASHINGTON 54! 40 18 | 45 72, 85 33
| | |
. i i
MULTNOMAH 247 294 226 | 304 573, 598 1.06
| | |
| i : i
CLACKAMAS 55: | 33 14 1 21 69 | 54 .27
| | |
| ! i %
TOTAL 356 1 367 258 | 370 714, 737 .70
| | I \




criminal justice system

regional summary

SYSTEM COMPONENT 83-84 TOTAL COST TOTAL PERSONNEL
LAW ENFORCEMENT $ 84,000,000 2,000
DISTRICT ATTORNEY $ 6,500,000 192
COURTS $ 21,000,000 51 JUDGES
406 STAFF

JAILS $ 10,700,000 322
PROBATION, PAROLE, $ 10,000,000 177
COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS

TOTAL $132,200,000 3,154




the

LAW ENFORCEMENT

DISTRICT ATTORNEY

JAILS

COURTS

CORRECTIONS

TOTAL

criminal justice system

cost to residents

PER ADULT PER CAPITA
S 84 $60.30
S 6 $ 4.30
$ 10 S 7.00
$ 21 $ 1.40
$ 10 $ 7.00
e 580.00
| S S
For Additional Information Contact:

Deke Olmsted

Mul tnomah County

Department of Justice Services
1500 Portland Buillding
Portland, Oregon 97204

248-3701



