Public Safety Benchmarks                                             Highlighted comments are for follow-up
Benchmark Update Survey Analysis

	Survey Results
	60 Respondents Total

	Important
	58

	Not Important
	1

	Modify
	1

	Don’t Understand
	0


61. OVERALL CRIME Overall reported crimes per 1000 Oregonians: a. person crimes b. property crimes c. behavior crimes
Source: Oregon State Police  
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Good county level measurement.

	Negative
	

	Suggestions
	2. Crimes are notoriously under-reported.  This measures crime reported to police, and not necessarily the actual level of crime in Oregon.  A victimization survey would more accurately report actual levels of crime in Oregon, which I believe is the intention of this measure.

3. Linked to a nationwide comparison would be helpful. 
4. Why is public safety only crime rates and recidivism? What about fire protection? Oregon's fire rate, while higher than the national average, is markedly lower than that of the other western states.

	Comments/?’s
	5. Until we get a handle on the seriousness of the meth problem we will see the percentages of crime increase.

6. This deals with crime in law enforcement, our perspective would be from a consumer of services perspective or the criminal background of those we issue licenses to who in turn offer services to Oregonians.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Jeff Bock, Oregon State Police)

· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	59 Responses Total

	Important
	56

	Not Important
	1

	Modify
	2

	Don’t Understand
	0


62. JUVENILE ARRESTS Juvenile arrests per 1000 juvenile Oregonians per year: a. person crimes b. property crimes
Source: Oregon State Police
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Good county level measurement.

	Negative
	

	Suggestions
	2. Why not behavior crimes?
3. Why is public safety only crime rates, arrests and recidivism? What about fire protection?

	Comments/?’s
	4. It is time to look at what really constitutes the need for 'arrest' and some other form of response to bad behavior.

5. DO NOT APPLY TO A LICENSING BOARD.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Jeff Bock, Oregon State Police)

· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	57 Responses Total

	Important
	44

	Not Important
	7

	Modify
	5

	Don’t Understand
	1


63. STUDENTS CARRYING WEAPONS Percent of students in grades 9-12 who report carrying weapons in the last 30 days

Source: Oregon Department of Human Services
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Good county level and school district level measurement.

	Negative
	2. I question the reliability of this measure.

	Suggestions
	3. Change to % carrying weapons in last 6 months ... would this be more accurate number?
4. Clarify to exclude students carrying weapons while hunting or fishing.  Some kids who hunt and/or fish might answer 'yes' to this.
5. I would at least like to know whether this question is looking for things like guns, knives intended for use on others, etc., rather than listing stupid things that can lead to school discipline, e.g. pocket knife, sharp scissors, etc.

	Comments/?’s
	6. Self-reported?

7. We need a benchmark for this?

8. DO NOT APPLY TO A LICENSING BOARD.

9. This is 'self reporting'?


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Renee Boyd, Oregon Department of Human Services)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

· Comment #5 - The online endnote explains the type of weapons used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey. We will include this in the printed report going forward.
ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	62 Respondents Total

	Important
	57

	Not Important
	0

	Modify
	5

	Don’t Understand
	0


64. ADULT RECIDIVISM Percent of paroled adult offenders convicted of a new felony within three years of initial release
Source: Oregon Department of Corrections
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Good county level measurement since P&P are generally services delivered at the county level.

	Negative
	

	Suggestions
	2. I would alter this to read 'misdemeanor or felony.'
3. Why not % of paroled adult offenders who successfully complete their parole requirements.
4. Why is public safety only crime rates and recidivism? What about fire protection?

	Comments/?’s
	5. We have to look hard at prevention and treatment.  Too many offenders get no treatment for problems that cause them to re-offend. 

6. Misdemeanors constitute 75% of crime, including most crimes that affect community quality of life; measuring recidivism by felony convictions alone undermines all legitimate purposes of this performance measure
7. WOULD NOT APPLY FOR LICENSING AS THEIR CRIMINAL HISTORY WOULD LIMIT EDUCATION OPPORTUNITES NEEDED FOR PROFESSION

8. But only if the cause is isolated and addressed.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Paul Schroeder, Oregon Department of Corrections)

· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	61 Respondents Total

	Important
	59

	Not Important
	0

	Modify
	2

	Don’t Understand
	0


65. JUVENILE RECIDIVISM Percent of juveniles with a new criminal referral to a county juvenile department within 12 months of the initial criminal offense 

Source: Oregon Youth Authority
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Good county level and city level measurement since both share this responsibility with the State.

	Negative
	2. This measure does not fully capture the percent of juveniles who commit another offense.  Needs to be updated.

	Suggestions
	3. Why is public safety only crime rates and recidivism? What about fire protection?

	Comments/?’s
	4. We have to look hard at prevention and treatment. Too many offenders get no treatment for problems that cause them to re-offend.
5. DOES NOT APPLY TO LICENSING 

6. But only if the cause is isolated and addressed.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (Jill Petersen, Oregon Youth Authority)
· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

	Survey Results
	60 Respondents Total

	Important
	46

	Not Important
	3

	Modify
	9

	Don’t Understand
	2


67. EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS Percent of Oregon counties and communities prepared for emergencies or disasters: 
a. hazard data and risk reduction (geological only)

b. response and recovery capabilities (for 2001 all counties, Portland, Beaverton, Gresham and Salem only)
Sources: Oregon Department of Geology and Mineral Industries (DOGAMI) and the Office of Emergency Management
	Comments
	Summary 

	Positive
	1. Extremely important.
2. Good county level measurement since most counties have this responsibility.

	Negative
	3. This really sounds like a manufactured benchmark which really has little validity.
4. It seems like a very general measure -- how do you measure the level of preparedness or adequacy of response/ recovery capability?

	Suggestions
	5. I would include 'c who have a plan for assisting vulnerable individuals in an emergency.' (which would include seniors and people with disabilities.)

	Comments/?’s
	6. I'm not as worried about the Umatilla Ordinance Depot blowing up as I am about addicts not getting treatment. 

7. FEMA thought they were prepared before Katrina. You can measure if a plan has been completed, including contingencies.  But to assign a figure to response and recovery capabilities is a perception not based on an actual occurrence.  

8. Plans sit on shelves; without an exercise, how can preparedness be evaluated?

9. Don't know how preparedness is measured.


BENCHMARK CONTACT RESPONSE (part a: Don Lewis, Oregon Department of Geology and Mining Industries; part b: David Cassel, Oregon Office of Emergency Management)

· Insert comment(s) here please. 

STAFF RESPONSE

· Comments #4, #9 - The online endnote explains how this measure is calculated. We will include this in the printed report going forward.
ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION
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