
OR. REV. STAT. ANN. § 163.325 (WEST 2011). KNOWLEDGE OF VICTIM'S 
AGE 
 
(1) In any prosecution under ORS 163.355 to 163.445 in which the criminality of conduct 
depends on a child's being under the age of 16, it is no defense that the defendant did not 
know the child's age or that the defendant reasonably believed the child to be older than 
the age of 16. 
 
(2) When criminality depends on the child's being under a specified age other than 16, it is 
an affirmative defense for the defendant to prove that the defendant reasonably believed 
the child to be above the specified age at the time of the alleged offense. 
 
(3) In any prosecution under ORS 163.355 to 163.445 in which the victim's lack of consent 
is based solely upon the incapacity of the victim to consent because the victim is mentally 
defective, mentally incapacitated or physically helpless, it is an affirmative defense for the 
defendant to prove that at the time of the alleged offense the defendant did not know of the 
facts or conditions responsible for the victim's incapacity to consent. 
 
Oregon is a mandatory Public Law 280 state except for Warm Springs. Oregon has also 
partially retroceded jurisdiction back to the Umatilla Reservation. 

NICCSA is not providing legal advice. 
 Victims and professionals serving victims may wish to consult with an attorney prior to the reliance upon information contained herein. 
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