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Use of Oregon’s

Extreme Risk Protection Order Law
to Prevent Firearm Injury and Violence

Our research suggests 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 and more assistance for the public in petitioning
effectively is needed throughout the state.

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.? The petitioner must meet a burden of proof requiring “clear
and convincing evidence” for the petition to be approved. An ERPO typically lasts for 1 year. Our team
analyzed Oregon’s ERPO court records? from January 1, 2018, through December 31, 2023.
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1. ORS §8166.525 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.


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

Relationship of Petitioner to Respondent*
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*Respondent is the person the ERPO
petition is brought against.

Note: Percentages do not add up to
100% due to rounding.

Threats Cited* in ERPO Petitions, by
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*A petition might fall into more than one threat category.
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In 147 (23%) of the 650 petitions approved, a hearing to contest the ERPO was requested by the
respondent. Of those 147 cases, 65 (44%) of the ERPOs were dismissed after the hearing was held.
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