
 
 

Monday, April 27, 2015 
 

Written testimony before the 
House Rules Committee 

in opposition to House Bill 3505 
 
Chair Hoyle, Vice-Chairs Gilliam and Smith Warner, and Members of the Committee, 
 

The Association of Oregon Counties (AOC) is strongly opposed to House Bill 3505 as 
written.  We understand that the bill is designed to address issues raised by events leading up to the 
recent resignation of Governor Kitzhaber.  However, there are a number of provisions in the bill 
that would significantly burden local government.  AOC encourages you to read the letters provided 
to the Committee by a number of our members.  Here are just a few specific concerns: 

 
• The requirement for response to a public records request within seven days, and every seven 

days thereafter, might work for simple and straight-forward requests, but would be 
burdensome for broad, large, or complicated requests. 
 

• The waiver of fees after three weeks would actually encourage broad, large, and complicated 
public records requests, sapping counties of resources, and requiring counties to cover the 
entire expense of responding. 
 

• The provision capping fees at the lesser of two alternate formulas not only complicates 
administering the law, it would result in counties having to bear much of the cost of 
responding, even if they managed to do so within the three weeks allowed under the bill. 
 
I have also asked the Oregon County Counsels Association (OCCA) to provide me with 

their comments on the bill.  OCCA members are the attorneys for counties, who are often faced 
with responding to broad, large, or complicated public records requests.  They echoed what I’ve 
stated above, as well as in letters you have received from some of our members.  Two counties also 
provided me with some recent examples of public records requests, which I’ve included on the next 
page.  I’ve also attached a letter that I received from Crook County Counsel, as it provides further 
recent examples, as well as going into some depth regarding our concerns. 

 
For the reasons discussed above, the Association of Oregon Counties (AOC) opposes House 

Bill 3505 as written, and urges a “no” vote. 

 
     Sincerely, 

 
 
 

     Rob Bovett 
     AOC Legal Counsel 
 

 

1201 Court Street NE, Suite 300 | Salem, Oregon 97301-4110 | 503.585.8351 | www.aocweb.org 



 

Examples of Recent Public Records Requests 
 
 
Request: Information related to 20 years of data covering a park name and the word “safety.” 
In emails alone, this impacted 28,000 documents.  Estimated that it would take months to review 
each document and redact confidential information (such as social security numbers, juvenile 
information, protected health information, etc), thus the entire cost of the response under HB 3505 
would have been borne by the county. 
  
Request: Daily multiple record requests from several sources regarding a recent crime.  In order to 
meet the timelines under HB 3505, all resources of the division would have had to have been pulled 
together to meet the request.  No other service obligations could be performed, or the extensive cost 
of responding would have all been borne by the county.  This would take employees away from 
their regularly assigned tasks, stopping their work, and creating inefficiencies in the administration 
of important governmental services. 
 
Request: All accident reports spanning several years. This is somewhat common for private 
attorneys, and chiropractors, in search for clients.  These are massive requests that require a large 
amount of redactions and staff time, and it would not be feasible to do these with the timeline of HB 
3505, thus the entire cost would be borne by the county. 
  
Request: All records relating to a certain piece of property, or with particular roads or intersections, 
with no time restrictions.  These records are in multiple departments, and are difficult to find.  It 
would be impossible to comply with this type of request within the HB 3505 timelines, thus the 
entire cost of responding would be borne by the county. 
  
Request:  13 search terms and 9 phone numbers.  Documents requested included email, texts, land 
line records, cell phone records and hard file records for 9 current and former employees for a 
period of two years.  It took approximately 8 weeks to determine where the records were and how 
much time it would take to compile them.  The total number of pages was over 7,000, and the 
estimated cost to compile the documents was approximately $6,000.  Because it was not possible to 
comply with the request within the HB 3505 timeline, the entire cost of the response would have 
been borne by the county. 
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