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Dear Chair Prozanski, Vice-Chair Thatcher, and Members of the Committee: 

I am a graduate student researcher in the Policy Advocacy Clinic at the University of 
California, Berkeley. The Policy Advocacy Clinic has been researching juvenile fees across the 
country since 2013, and we have been studying juvenile fees in Oregon for the last 15 months. 

We have received detailed juvenile fee data from every state and local agency involved in 
charging fees, including the State Court Administrator, the Oregon Youth Authority, and the 
Division of Child Support. We also surveyed county juvenile departments with the help of the 
Oregon Juvenile Department Directors’ Association, and we interviewed young people and their 
families who have been impacted by juvenile fees, some of whom you will hear testify.  

The data show that fees are pervasive across Oregon’s juvenile system. Families are charged 
for public defenders, probation supervision, and for many other reasons, including their inability 
to pay fees. Youth in every county are subjected to fees, which can total hundreds and even 
thousands of dollars, which most families can never pay off. 

Our findings in Oregon are consistent with a growing body of national research, showing:  

1. Juvenile fees harm youth and families. Fees create financial hardship and weaken family 
ties.1 They are especially harmful to low-income youth and youth of color who are 
overrepresented in the juvenile system.2  

2. Fees push youth deeper into the juvenile system. A recent study found a strong 
correlation between juvenile fees and future system involvement, undermining public 
safety and family reunification goals.3  

3. While they come at a great cost to youth and families, fees generate little or no net 
revenue for government. Oregon data show that juvenile fee revenue is decreasing while 
the cost of collection is increasing, and net revenue is minimal or negative.4  

Recognizing that juvenile fees are harmful and a poor source of revenue, key national 
stakeholders have called for their reduction or elimination, including: 

• National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges, 

• Law Enforcement Leaders to Reduce Crime and Incarceration, 

• National Juvenile Defender Center, 

• Conference of Chief Justices, and 

• Council of State Court Administrators.5 
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More than 130 racial and economic justice groups from across the country and across the 
political spectrum have called on state and local governments to abolish juvenile fees, especially 
to help vulnerable families recover from the pandemic.6 

Six state legislatures, including in Washington, California, Nevada, and Utah, have recently 
eliminated most or all juvenile fees, and twelve more are considering repeal bills this year. 

By passing SB 422, Oregon can be the next state to end these harmful, regressive, and 
racially discriminatory fees.   

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on this bill. 

Sincerely, 

/s/ 
K. Amelia Watts 
Clinical Policy Student 
Policy Advocacy Clinic – University of California, Berkeley 
 

* * * 
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