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Victims’ Issues Rules Advisory Committee
Meeting Summary

Date/Time: 		June 29, 2:00 – 3:30pm
Meeting Summary:	The Victims’ Issues Rules Advisory Committee (RAC) convened on June 29, 2026 via Microsoft Teams. The PSRB shared updates on the three proposed rules for further comment. The RAC provided feedback on statutorily required rulemaking considerations and the definitions for “victim” and the Victim’s Rights rules. 

RAC Members & Attendance
	Name
	Affiliation
	Present

	Members

	Bailey Squires-Moody
	Lane Public Defender Services
	

	Cheryl Meyers
	Oregon State Hospital 
	

	Claire Graves
	Polk County DA Office
	X

	Dana Goetz 
	Oregon Health Authority Forensic Evaluator Certification Program
	X

	Della Hoffman 
	Oregon State Hospital 
	

	Elisabeth Waner 
	Oregon DOJ Appellate Advocacy Program
	X

	Emily La Brecque
	Oregon Crime Victims Law Center
	X

	Jennifer Braaten
	Oregon DOJ Appellate Advocacy Program
	X

	Helen O’Brien
	Oregon DOJ Crime Victims’ Rights Program
	X

	Harris Matarazzo
	Defense Attorney 
	X

	Reid Kajikawa
	Lane Public Defenders Services
	

	Sandi Flowers
	Oregon State Hospital
	X

	Shannon Sivell
	Oregon DOJ Crime Victim Survivor Services
	

	Stephanie Stocks
	Oregon DOJ Appellate Advocacy Program
	

	Rules Coordinators

	Alysson Bocciolatt
	PSRB
	X

	Alison Bort
	PSRB
	X

	Katrina Elison
	PSRB
	



Welcome & Introductions
Link to Presentation: 
Alysson Bocciolatt opened the meeting at 2:00pm and indicated that the meeting was being recorded and would be shared according to Public Meeting Law. RAC members and participants from the PSRB introduced themselves. Alysson presented the agenda for the meeting. 

Updates 
Alysson shared actions that the PSRB has taken since the second RAC meeting, primarily updating draft rule language. There were minor changes made for clarity and conciseness based on RAC feedback, including: 
· Assigning a rule number to the reinstated contact process in Division 30, 
· Ensuring confidentiality of victim information, 
· Standardizing terms (e.g., using “PSRB” instead of “the board,” “individual” instead of “person”),
· Streamlining references to information handling and flow of requests and notification,
· Updated the timeframe for responses to 14 days victim-safety considerations for modifications. 
Alysson opened the floor for conversation regarding the proposed rules and the committee did not have any specific feedback. One member expressed interest in discussing the Request to Reinstate Contact at  a later date. Alysson explained that the agency intended to file the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking for publication in the July 1 Oregon Bulletin and advised that comment will be received through August 17 (the date of the public hearing). 

Required Rulemaking Considerations 

Alysson explained the three rulemaking considerations that statute requires agencies to address when filing a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking and presented them to the RAC for comment: 
1.  Anticipated fiscal impact: No comments received. 
2. Potential impact on small businesses: No comments received. 
3. Potential impact on racial equity: No comments received. 

Rule Review
Alysson explained that she has been reviewing PSRB’s rules over the past few months to identify outdated, redundant, or missing rules. As part of that review, she noticed that the definitions of “victim” and the victims’ rights rules are similar across PSRB programs, but some programs are lacking those rules. She emphasized that the goal is not to redefine “victim,” since that is set by statute, but to determine whether it is useful or necessary for each program to have a definition for “Victim” and its own set of victim’s rights. She asked the committee to consider whether PSRB really needs multiple separate definitions for each program or whether a single unified definition could apply across all programs.
Alysson also noted that victims’ rights rules will be part of an upcoming Rule Advisory Committee focused on hearings later in the year. Although changes won’t be made immediately, she wanted this committee’s input now to inform rule drafting and the rules reorganization process that is currently underway. 
Definitions of Victim
· A member raised the issue of differing definitions in statute vs. the constitution, but agreed that if the court or prosecutor determines an individual to be a victim, they should be afforded victim’s rights. 
· A member emphasized the need for the rule to clearly state who is not the victim, especially because PSRB processes do not involve a “defendant” but rather a PSRB client. 
· A member expressed that the definition should not be overly broad, as that would not align with the intention of the statute. 
· A member suggested depending on the statutory definition and who the court identifies as the victim in the order. Another member agreed that definitions should mirror ORS 131.007 for consistency. 
· A member suggested adding a definition for the juvenile program or clearly identifying that a existing definition applies to juvenile panel also. 
· Two members discussed options for improving the definition for Civil Commitment rules, recommending “acts listed in the civil commitment order,” and “for whom” be used in place of current terms. 
· Agency response (Alysson): Acknowledged concerns about clarifying who is and is not a victim, and invited committee to provide guidance and clarifying the language of the definitions, such as removing or adding terms. 
· Accepted feedback that juvenile program (responsible except for insanity) should also have a definition and the recommendations for the Civil Commitment definition. 
· Accepted and agreed that definitions should align with statute and explained that the agency will keep the suggestions in mind for future actions. 
Victim’s Rights
· A member brought up that rules should be updated to reflect that all hearings are remote. 
· Agency response (Alysson): Accepted feedback, reassured committee that the victim’s rights rules will be reviewed for the upcoming RAC for hearings rules and notified this committee that they may provide comment when the draft rules are released. 

Next Steps & Anticipated Dates

Alysson described next steps, including:
· Filing Notice of Proposed Rulemaking: July 1, 2026
· Public Hearing: August 17, 2026, 2pm on Teams. 
· Recordings and meeting summaries will be available on the PSRB website until the rules are finalized. 

Adjourn
Alysson thanked RAC members for their contributions and time and adjourned the meeting at 2:44pm.


For additional information, contact: Alysson Bocciolatt, Alysson.Bocciolatt@psrb.oregon.gov
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