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I. Introduction 

A rulemaking hearing was held to receive public comment regarding three proposed PSRB rules related to victim 
contact, victim safety considerations in community evaluations and conditional release planning, and 
state-initiated requests for victim-safety-related modifications. The hearing provided an opportunity for interested 
parties to present feedback consistent with ORS 183.335 requirements.  

Two individuals provided oral public comment: 

• Harris Matarazzo, attorney. 
• Melissa Ann Marrero, Multnomah County District Attorney’s Office. 

The following summarizes the comments received and the agency’s responses. 

II. Summary of Public Comment 

A. Comment from Harris Matarazzo 

Mr. Matarazzo expressed the following concerns: 

1. Board Neutrality and Investigative Role: He stated discomfort with board staff gathering information and 
consulting with treatment professionals when reviewing victim-initiated contact requests, describing this 
as inconsistent with the board’s role as a neutral fact-finder. 

2. Board Authority Over Individuals at OSH: He questioned whether the board has legal authority to modify 
victim contact conditions for individuals who are still hospitalized at the Oregon State Hospital (OSH), 
believing that board authority attaches only once a person is on conditional release.  

3. Non-Appealable Administrative Decisions: He expressed concern that executive director determinations 
regarding victim contact are not subject to appeal.  

4. Preference for Open Hearings: Mr. Matarazzo argued that matters regarding victim contact should be 
addressed through public hearings rather than administrative processes to ensure transparency and 
prevent improper or incomplete information from entering the agency’s internal record.  

5. Questioning Need for the Rule: He stated he does not view the existing situation as a significant problem, 
cited long-standing concerns about jurisdiction, and emphasized the potential for unintended 
consequences if the rule is adopted.  

B. Comment from Melissa Ann Marrero 

Ms. Marrero offered the following feedback and concerns: 

1. Consultation Requirement: She noted the rule permits but does not require consultation with the state’s 
representative (District Attorney or Attorney General). Because state representatives may possess relevant 
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public safety or victim-related information not contained in the court record, she recommended making 
consultation mandatory.  

2. Notice Requirement: She noted there is no requirement that the state be notified when a victim contact 
request is submitted or when an initial determination is made. She recommended including a notice 
provision so the state may provide information before a decision is finalized.  

3. Public Safety Considerations: Ms. Marrero emphasized that the state may not always agree with a victim’s 
request for contact and that additional information may need to be considered to ensure an appropriate 
and safe decision.  

4. Recognition of Board Authority: Ahe stated she does not dispute the board’s authority to modify contact 
conditions, but believes the proposed language would benefit from safeguards to ensure informed, 
balanced decision-making.  

III. Summary of Agency Response 

A. Clarifying Board Authority and Intent 

The agency explained that: 

1. Authority Over OSH Patients Is Not Expanded: The rules do not give the board jurisdiction over patients at 
OSH. Instead, they create a formal mechanism to document victim-initiated contact requests, helping 
OSH determine whether visitation may occur under hospital policies.  

2. Formalizing Existing Practice: The board stated that it is already routinely contacted by victim services or 
OSH when victims request contact. The proposed rule provides structure, transparency, and consistency 
to this process. 

3. Purpose of the Rule: The rule seeks to close gaps created when GEI orders began routinely including 
no-contact provisions, which prevent victims from seeking contact for years while clients are hospitalized. 
The proposed process is intended to support treatment planning and restorative justice, and provides 
clarity to hospitals, victims, clients, and attorneys.  

B. Staff Role and Administrative Decision-Making 

The agency addressed concerns about investigative roles: 

1. Administrative Consultation: Staff gather limited information (e.g., from treatment teams) to confirm the 
client’s willingness and clinical appropriateness for contact—consistent with longstanding practice. 
Decisions by the executive director are administrative, not contested, and the safeguard for any 
disagreement is the ability to request a board hearing.  

C. Response to Mandatory Consultation and Notice Suggestions 

The agency acknowledged Ms. Marrero’s suggestions: 

1. The recommendation to change permissive consultation language to mandatory consultation. 
2. The recommendation to create a notice requirement informing the state when a victim contact request is 

submitted or considered.  
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D. Rule Rationale and Treatment Considerations 

The agency reiterated: 

1. Victims and clients may wish to resume contact long before a conditional release hearing occurs 
(sometimes years later). OSH’s policy allows visitation only when authorized through appropriate 
procedures, and the proposed rule facilitates safe, clinically informed contact while preserving patient 
rights.  

2. The rule is intended to reduce administrative burden and avoid unnecessary board hearings while ensuring 
transparency.  
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From: Helen OBrien <Helen.OBrien@doj.oregon.gov>
Sent: Thursday, July 2, 2026 8:48 AM
To: BORT Alison * PSRB <Alison.BORT@psrb.oregon.gov>

Subject: RE: For your review

#4 I added the word with. #7 I suggest removing the special.  That’s it, tiny suggestions.

(4) In determining whether to recommend a victim-safety condition, the outpatient supervisor
may review information from the PSRB’s exhibit file and staff with, Department of Justice
victim advocate, the client’s current treatment team, or the parties to inform recommendations
regarding proposed conditions.

(7) When victim-safety considerations are identified, the conditional release plan or
modification request must either:

(a) Recommend any special conditions related to victim safety; or

(b) State that no such special conditions are recommended and briefly explain why.

Helen O'Brien

Crime Victims' Rights Program Coordinator | Crime Victim and Survivor Services Division
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From: Melissa Ann Marrero
To: BOCCIOLATT Alysson * PSRB
Subject: Public Comment
Date: Monday, August 17, 2026 4:38:46 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Hi Alysson:
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment today.  My concerns about the rule, as
written, are due to the discretionary nature of consultation with the state’s representatives.
That would be the District Attorneys in the case of 426.701 commitments and Attorneys
General in GEI cases. There may be instances where the state’s representative has information
about a case or a no contact provision that the Board may not be aware of and that may impact
victim or public safety. Any modification of no contact orders should be done with all relevant
information, but if we’re not aware of the request, that information or input would remain
unknown. Providing an opportunity for the state’s representatives to provide input prior to a
decision being made by the Executive Director would alleviate my concerns.  
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thank you,
 

Melissa Ann Marrero
Deputy District Attorney 4
Multnomah County District Attorney's Office
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