Just
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Building Justice Together

To: Ways and Means Committee
Date: April 24, 2023
Re: Support for HB 2204

Dear Senator Sollman,

My name is Cara Walsh and | live in Portland, Oregon. | am writing to express my support for continued funding of the
Criminal Justice Commission’s Restorative Justice Grant Program (RJGP).

| am writing on behalf of Just Outcomes Consulting, Inc. to provide our support for continuing to fund the Restorative
Justice Grant Program. Just Outcomes is an Oregon-based restorative justice consultancy that partners with
communities and organizations in reimagining just responses to harm and its causes. One of our interests is in
expanding the capacity of Oregon’s communities, organizations, and systems to respond to harm and crime
restoratively. We believe that with expanded capacity, restorative justice can have a mitigating effect on existing

overincarceration and disproportionality within Oregon’s criminal justice system.

Restorative justice has shown numerous positive impacts for the criminal justice system and those it is meant to
serve, including:

¢ Restorative justice practices enhance participants’ satisfaction with the justice system. Studies have
demonstrated that victims and offenders participating in victim-offender dialogue report a more positive
perception of the justice system than those engaged solely with traditional court prosecution.!

« Restorative justice relieves pressure on the justice system. The evidence is clear that where restorative justice
presents a viable diversionary option, an increased total number of chargeable offences can be brought to
justice.’

¢ Restorative justice can reduce disproportionate minority representation within the criminal justice system.
Restorative justice encourages opportunities for criminal behavior and victimization to be addressed within the
communities of those involved. This approach enables high degrees of cultural adaptability based on the
individuals involved, seeking to empower families and communities (rather than criminal justice system
professionals) as central figures in encouraging responsibility and accountability in persons who offend.
Restorative justice is effective to this end where it represents a viable diversionary option for marginalized
people accused of serious crimes.™

¢ Restorative justice helps reduce re-offending. Research points to significant potential for restorative
justice in crime reduction and desistance."

¢ Restorative justice increases offender responsibility and compliance. Studies show that compliance by
offenders/accused with restorative justice agreements outperforms compliance with court orders by
significant margins.”

¢ Restorative justice increases satisfaction of crime victims. Meta-studies indicate victims report satisfaction in
75% to 98% of cases involving conferencing and victim-offender dialogue. This is significantly higher than
victim satisfaction with traditional judicial procedures."

| am proud to live in a state that is a national leader in restorative justice programming and believe that it is very
important for Oregon to continue funding alternatives to prosecution and incarceration like restorative justice.
Funding the Criminal Justice Commission’s Restorative Justice Grant Program would demonstrate to me that the



legislature is committed to creating more equitable approaches to harm that center the needs of survivors. Thus, |
strongly believe that the legislature should continue funding the Criminal Justice Commission’s Restorative Justice

Grant Program.

Thank you for your consideration and attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Cara Walsh Matthew D Hartman

Senior Consultant Director
Just Outcomes Just Outcomes
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