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Ext re m e  Ris k  Pro t e c t io n  Ord e r La w

to  Pre ve n t  Fire a rm  In ju ry  a n d  Vio le n c e

• Of Oregon’s 36 counties, 29 
(81%) had at least 1 ERPO 
petition filed. 

• The number of petitions filed 
per county ranged from 0 to 
105 (median rate = 
13.9/100,000 residents).

• 649 ERPO petitions 3 were filed 
from 2018 through 2022; 506 
(78%) were approved at the initial 
hearing held when the petition 
was filed.

• Number of petitions increased 
each year, while the proportions 
approved were similar (84%, 78%, 
80%, 75%, and 77%; 2018 to 2022 
respectively).

Petitions filed, by Year and Outcome after Initial Hearing 

Rate of Petitions Filed by County, 2018 -2022 *

Oregon’s Extreme Risk Protection Order (ERPO) law went into effect on January 1, 2018. 1 The law allows 
family or household members or a law enforcement officer to petition a civil court for an order to 
temporarily restrict a person's access to firearms if the court determines that the person is at imminent 
risk of causing harm to themselves or others. 2 The petitioner must meet a burden of proof requiring 
“clear and convincing evidence” for the petition to be approved. An ERPO typically extends for 1 year. 

Findings suggest that Oregon’s ERPO law is being used to try to prevent 
self -harm, assault, and mass violence by firearm , but that increased public 

awareness about the law is needed throughout the state as is more 
assistance for the public in petitioning effectively.

1. ORS §§ 166.525 to 166.543 . Extreme Risk Protection Orders . Available at : https ://oregon .public .law/statutes/ors_ 166.525
2. ERPO laws are not specific to firearms, but rather require the removal of any deadly weapon .
3. Data were extracted from court records provided by the Oregon Judicial Department .

Rates of ERPOs filed 
per 100,000 residents

*In this map, counties with a total count of <5 petitions filed are “not reportable” because 
those counts are too small for meaningful county -level rate calculations.    

* The median rate is the rate in the middle of the 
data set among counties with at least one ERPO 
filed, meaning 50% of the rates of petitions filed 
are above that rate and 50% are below. 

https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors_166.525


For more information contact Dr. Kathleen Carlson, OHSU -PSU Sc ho o l o f Pub lic  He a lth, 
a t: g unvio le nc e p re ve ntio n a t o hs u.e d u
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• Mo s t p e titio ne rs  we re  la w 
e nfo rc e me nt o ffic e rs  (LEOs ) 
(3 8 8  [6 0 %] o f a ll p e titio ne rs ), 
fo llo we d  b y fa mily/ ho us e ho ld  
me mb e rs  (16 6 ; 2 6 %).

• Pe titio ns  file d  b y LEOs  we re  the  
mo s t like ly to  b e  a p p ro ve d  (9 6 % 
a p p ro va l ra te ).

• The  mo s t fre q ue nt re a s o n g ive n 
fo r p e titio n d e nia l wa s  
ins uffic ie nt e vid e nc e  (5 4 ; 5 0 %), 
fo llo we d  b y the  p e titio ne r no t 
ha ving  a  q ua lifie d  re la tio ns hip  
(2 5 ; 2 3 %). 

Prim ary Re ason  for ERPO De n ia l*

Th re a ts  Cite d  in  ERPO Pe titions *

• The  la rg e s t p e rc e nta g e  (8 4 %) o f 
p e titio ns  c ite d  a s s a ult, fo llo we d  
b y the  thre a t o f s e lf-ha rm (6 3 %).

• Thre a ts  o f ha rm to  c hild re n we re  
me ntio ne d  in 9 8  p e titio ns  (15 %); 
o f the s e , 6 5  (6 6 %) we re  
a p p ro ve d .

• Of the  72  (11%) p e titio ns  c iting  a  
thre a t o f ma s s  vio le nc e , 6 7  
(9 3 %) we re  a p p ro ve d .
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Hearings
In 111 (22%) of the 506 petitions approved, a hearing to contest the ERPO was requested by the 
respondent. Of those cases, 49 (44%) were dismissed after the hearing was held.

Relationship of Petitioner to Respondent *

*Respondent is the person the 
ERPO petition is brought against.

*Among ERPOs with a reason for denial provided

Outcome

*A petition might fall into more than one threat category. 

3. ERPO petition cites concern that the respondent 
intends to harm four or more people, other than 
themselves. 

Denied

Denied
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