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The following report is a 
compilation of testimony, 
research, and findings from the 
Impact of Incarceration on 
Families Interim Study  
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The following report is produced by Oklahomans for Criminal Justice Reform, Inc. Oklahomans for Criminal 
Justice Reform is a 501(c)3 with a mission to serve as a catalyst for systemic change in Oklahoma’s criminal 
legal system to promote just and appropriate accountability while reducing mass incarceration and its gen-
erational harm to families. We are dedicated to providing the most up to date news and research on criminal 
justice reform in Oklahoma.

On September 14th, 2021, The Oklahoma House of Representatives heard an interim study on the Impacts 
of Incarceration on Families in the Youth, Children, and Families Committee requested by Representative 
Mark Lawson. This report compiles the information that was presented by the various experts from across 
the United States.

Panelists included: Colleen McCarty of Oklahomans for Criminal Justice Reform, Dr. Susan Sharp of the 
University of Oklahoma, Gabrielle Jacobi of the Oklahoma Policy Institute, Danielle Hovenga of New Hope 
Oklahoma, and Rachel Delcour of Women in Recovery.

The study pulled together experts and research and best practices from across the state on this topic. We 
have compiled the presentations into this report that dives into the research and takeaways presented to 
the committee.

“One third of families go into debt due to having a loved one incarcerated.” 

- Fines and Fees Justice Center



 
The weight of having a family member incarcerated has been 

described as a “hidden hole” in families who have loved ones 
behind bars. Family members are often forgotten in policy 

discussions, and there is a punitive attitude that if their 
loved one violated the law, then they should also 

suffer the consequences. This attitude is 
antithetical to the American criminal justice 

system, which seeks only to punish those who 
violate the law, and not allow the children or 

parents of a defendant to wear the “Scarlet A’’ 
of a conviction. There is no rule book for being a 

loved one of an incarcerated person, and many 
people find it to be emotionally and financially draining. 

There are several policy solutions sweeping the country 
that can make life easier on family members and ease their 

financial burden.

Introduction
THIS REPORT 
SEEKS TO 
EDUCATE AND 
INFORM ON THE 
TRUE COSTS OF 
HAVING A LOVED 
ONE INCARCERATED, 
AS WELL AS THE 
PSYCHOLOGICAL 
COSTS ON 
CHILDREN OF THE 
STATE WITH 
PARENTS 
BEHIND BARS.

 Children whose parents are involved in the criminal justice system, in particular, face 
a host of challenges and difficulties: psychological strain, antisocial behavior, suspension or 
expulsion from school, economic hardship, and criminal activity. It is difficult to predict how a 
child will fare when a parent is intermittently or continuously incarcerated, and research 
findings on these children’s risk factors are mixed.

 This study, requested by Representative Mark Lawson for the Children, Youth and 
Families Committee of the Oklahoma House of Representatives, seeks to educate and inform 
on the true costs of having a loved one incarcerated, as well as the psychological costs on 
children of the state with parents behind bars.



COLLEEN MCCARTY

Colleen McCarty serves as the Deputy 
Director of Oklahomans for Criminal 
Justice Reform. McCarty is an 
attorney who worked for the Tulsa 
County Public Defender’s Office and 
the District Attorney’s offices in Tulsa 
and Wagoner counties.

“Research has shown that maintaining family and community connections during a period of incarceration can re-
duce the likelihood of recidivism. Many of the practices and barriers in place in our current system prevent families 
from being able to stay connected.”

McCarty states “1/3 of families go into debt due to having a loved one incarcerated.” She goes on to quote James Baldwin 
stating, “Anyone who has ever struggled with poverty knows how extremely expensive it is to be poor.” Another moving 
quote, “The son shall not be punished for his father’s sins, nor the father for his son’s.” -- Ezekiel 18:20 illustrates the 
legal principal that our justice system is designed to punish only the person guilty of wrongdoing, not others who might 
be deemed “guilty by association.”

 Next she goes on to discuss how maintaining family and community connections reduce recidivism. Research 
has shown that maintaining family and community connections during a period of incarceration can reduce the likelihood 
of recidivism. Many of the practices and barriers in place in our current system prevent families from being able to stay 
connected.

Moving on to the Costs of Incarceration

“There are many costs incident to a criminal prosecution and ultimate incarceration. A lot of these costs are paid by the 
taxpayers. However, many are also levied on the families and friends of those who are being prosecuted. The below lists 
are as complete as possible given the circumstances and public information. It is important to get a baseline of what fi-
nancial consequences there are so that we can begin to quantify the financial impact of a conviction.

Costs to Families - Pre-trial & Conviction Related• Legal Fees (80% of felony defendants have public/appointed counsel)• Avg defense attorney cost: $1000-$15000, Avg. $8,000 per case (legalmatch)• Pre-Sentencing Investigation - $250• Bail• Jail Costs
 - Health Care
  * Ex: Bryan County: $4 for medical visit, $15 for emergency room visit, $40 for shots, $15 for pregnancy  
  test, $15 for lab, $4 for prescription; Canadian County: $10 for medical visit, $10 for prescription;  
  Delaware County: $45 for medical visit, $25 for medical exam, $10 for prescription 



 - Jail Stay Fees
  * Ex: Cleveland County: $47.50/day; Oklahoma County: $36.19/day; Payne County: $27/day• Communication/Technology/Entertainment (varies by facility) • Video Messaging (varies by facility) • Off Site Video Visits (varies by facility) • Calls (varies by facility) • Paper products/stamps (varies by facility) 

Costs to Families - Communication & Visitation

• Transportation/Visits• Gas - Avg car 24.9 mpg, cost of gas $2.45/gallon, 100 miles average to a prison/200 miles round trip = $19.67 per 
visit - assume 24 visits per year = $472.08• Vehicle Wear and Tear - .08c per mile, $384/year• Costs of Jail Transports (added to inmate account)• 0.54 cents per mile (medical transports, transports to court, or to other jail)• DOC Costs

 - Commissary - $100/month
  * Additional Food
  * Hygiene
  * Feminine Products• Communication/Technology
 - Phone: $3.00 per 15 minute call
 - Video Calls: $5.95 for 20 minutes
 - Emails: 25 cents each
 - Outbound video messaging: 75 cents each
 - $1.99 per song
 - $14.99 per album,
 - $1.70 to $2.28 per television episode
 - Paper products
 - Stamps

Costs to Families - Losses & Additional Support

• Lost Income -- $27,637/year (OK - US Census)• Costs of Raising a Loved One’s Child (AARP) - $7,242/year/child (https://www.aarp.org/caregiving/financial-legal/
info-2021/high-out-of-pocket-costs.html)• Additional Familial Support ranging from $500-$10,000 for extra clothes, school supplies, school books, rent as-
sistance etc.

Costs - Collateral to Conviction

• Court Fines and Fees the average is $13,607 (https://finesandfeesjusticecenter.org/articles/who-pays-true-cost-in-
carceration-families/)• Costs of Reunification/Family Court ranging from $5,000-$15,000 depending on situation and important factors 
(i.e. ICWA, Guardianship etc.)• Cost of Records Expungement ranging from $2,000-$5,000 (per Expungement Interim Study 8/31)

Personal Experiences

• Cost of gas to do in person visits: $100/yr• Costs of phone calls/video calls/internet use: $200/mo• Lost wages: $100K/yr (owner of a spring manufacturing company)• Costs of legal services: $7500/yr• Costs of commissary: $4800/yr• Costs of fines and fees upon release: $55K



In fact, according to their findings, FIXED COSTS = $15,100 & MONTHLY COSTS = $530 TOTAL 
FINES/FEES: $25,253.43

Real Stories: 

 “In order to drive to visit him, it is a six-hour drive one way, from my home to the current DOC facility. If you 
figure gas and food, it would total $65.00. Sometimes I was able to get a driver to accompany me from my church, if 
I am lucky. Other times, I would stay in a hotel for the weekend because it was too far for me to drive one way. Hotel 
expenses would run from $225.00-$250.00 a weekend. This was about twice a year. Currently, they place correctional 
facilities in rural towns, where there are few healthy restaurants and hotels. Currently they stay on lockdown 24/7 and 
there are very few in-person visits since the pandemic.”

Her total per year of expenditures came to $88,590 (across a 20 year sentence) or $4,429.50/year. -A Stressed Senior 
Citizen

It was important that we personalized some of these numbers. We took some common scenarios people face, and 
tabulated the costs associated with real-life scenarios (costs listed above, pg. 3-4 (check these)). The first scenario is 
a male with no children that is incarcerated pre-trial for six months and in the Department of Corrections for two years. 
At the bottom we can see that the total costs to state, individual and family are over $69,000. He loses over $55,000 
income during the period. His family would have to pay $29,151.16 in order to stay connected with him and provide him 
basic needs while he is incarcerated.



These are some stats provided 
in comparison to the scenario. 
The average Oklahoma family 
takes home $922.78 in a week. 
These costs on average would 
make it impossible to sustain an 
additional $14,000 in a year 
without taking on additional 
debt.



These are more facts for context when considering the last scenario. Many older people are raising the children of their 
children. Income potential becomes limited in later years. Most Oklahoma seniors are on fixed incomes, and 21% of 
grandparents taking care of their grandchildren are living below the poverty threshold.

According to Census.gov, the average Social Security Income in Oklahoma is $16,583/year.

The median household income for a Oklahoma senior is $33,746.

21% of grandparents who are taking care of their grandkids are living below the national 
poverty line.**

Nationally, it would cost an additional $4 billion each year if the state had to care for all chil-
dren currently ingrandparent custody.*

In 2016, approximately 46,367 grandparents in Oklahoma had the primary responsibility of 
caring for their 
grandchildren.***

*https://www.forbes.com/sites/nextavenue/2019/06/05/why-some-grandparents-raising-grandkids-cant-get-government-
help/?sh=2554f1911335
**https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/blogs/stateline/2019/08/22/new-grandfamilies-housing-caters-to-seniors-and-
kids-alike
***https://www.cwla.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/04/Oklahoma.pdf



The third scenario features a man with two children in DHS custody while he serves a 20-year non-violent sentence. 
The costs of this scenario are truly overwhelming. His lost income is over $500,000. The total costs to the state, 
individual, and family are over $1 million.



DR. SUSAN F SHARP

Susan is David Ross Boyd Professor 
of Sociology and is affiliate faculty in 
Women’s and Gender Studies. She is 
also a faculty fellow with the College of 
Liberal Studies, the Department of 
Human Relations, and the 
Organizational Leadership Program. 
She received her Ph.D. in Sociology 
from the University of Texas-Austin in 
1996.

“About 75% of the women incarcerated by the Oklahoma Department of Corrections have a moderate to high need 
for substance abuse treatment. Access to programs is severely limited due to budget constraints, so women often 
do not receive any treatment.”

Dr. Sharp starts her presentation with the following statistics:

• As of December 31, 2016, Oklahoma incarcerated women at more than double the national average: (129/100,00      
versus 61 per 100,000, Carson, 2020)• Oklahoma had more than 2500 women in correctional facilities and more than 23,000 men at the end of 2019• On any given day, there are over 21,000 children with a father and more than 4600 with a mother in prison. Over the 
course of a year, 35,000 to 40,000 children have been affected.• When a mother is sent to prison, they have often been the only adult in the household, unlike when a father is sent. This 
leads to major disruption in the lives of her children

Who are Oklahoma’s women prisoners?

• Most common charges are drug charges• Almost 70% have experienced physical or sexual abuse as a child• 70% have experienced IPV (intimate partner violence)• About 70% report symptomology of PTSD• More than 2/3 of women prisoners are mothers, with about half of them living with their minor children prior to                  
incarceration• Mean age at birth of first child: 19.1 years/modal age at birth of first child: 16• More than 1/3 reported the children were not all living together since her incarceration

Prison Mothers

• Women prisoners do not differ significantly from other mothers in their care and concern for their children (Radosh, 
2004)• Anxiety and depression are increased in women who have children• Attachment to children has been proven to have a positive effect on desistance from criminal activity (Giordano, Cern-
kovich & Rudolph, 2002)• Women who maintain relationships with children have also been found to be more successful in reentry (Huebner, 
DeJong & Cobbina, 2010)



ADVERSE CHILDHOOD EXPERIENCES STUDY (ACE Study)

• Focused on adverse experiences in three categories• Abuse (Physical Sexual and emotional)• Neglect (Physical and Emotional)• Chaotic Households (someone with substance abuse problem, someone with mental health problem,battering of 
mother, divorce, someone went to prison)• Examined the relationship of Adverse ChildhoodExperiences (ACEs) with negative health,mental health and behavioral 
outcomes in adulthood• Percentage of women prisoners experiencing 4 or more ACEs 59.9% compared to 8.5% in the general population• Research shows:

 - Those reporting 4 or more ACEs were 10.3 times as likely to report injecting drug use 
 - 4.7 times as likely to report any illegal drug use
 - Abuse histories help explain the high rates of drug used among Oklahoma’s women prisoners
 - This is important in terms of life chances for the children as well

Children of Prisoners and ACES

• Like their mothers, these children are highly likely to experience a high number of ACEs• seeing mother battered (70%+)• living with someone with an alcohol or drug problem• living with someone with a mental illness• abuse and neglect (1:4 placed in home where mother was abused)

Effects on Children

• School problems• Depression and anxiety• Substance abuse• Attachment disorders• High risk for engaging in criminal activity (see Greenberg, 2006)

Recommendations from Prison Mothers

• Counseling both individually and as family unit• Improved visitation policies and programs• Limited programming needs expanding• Finding work when released• Finding safe housing• Transportation when released

Problems Experienced by Children (according to caregivers)

• Missing the mother:• “The worst problem that [child] has...is probably missing his mother and not having his mother to talk to• “Mentally it has affected them...like they’re mad or angry and stuff”• Difficulty getting counseling• Cost• Finding provider who would take SoonerCare



Problems Experienced by Women Between Incarcerations

Drugs and Alcohol

 About 75% of the women incarcerated by the Oklahoma Department of Corrections have a moderate to high 
need for substance abuse treatment.

 Access to programs is severely limited due to budget constraints, so women often do not receive any treat-
ment. Relapse on alcohol and drugs is one of the main reasons for reincarceration.

Summary
 It is clear that the women in prison in Oklahoma and their children come from disadvantaged backgrounds
Research indicates that even though these mothers may be using drugs, most focus on the well-being of their children
This means that when the mothers go to prison, the child’s life is disrupted

References• Carson, E.A.. (2020). Prisoners in 2096. Washington, DC: Bureau of Justice Statistics.• Giordano, P. C., Cernkovich., A. A., & Rudolph, J.D. (2002). Gender, crime, and desistance: Toward a theory of cog-
nitive transformation. American Journal of Sociology, 107(4), 990-1064.• Glaze, L.E. & Maruschak, L.M. (2008). Parents in prison and their minor children, NCJ 222984, Bureau of Justice 
Statistics Special Report. Washington, DC: National Institute of Justice. Retrieved July 24, 2014 from http://www.
bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/pptmc.pdf.• Greenberg, R. (2006). Children and families: Mothers who are incarcerated. Women and• Therapy, 29(3/4), 165–179.• Huebner, B., DeJong, C. & Cobbina, J. (2010). Women coming home: Long-term patterns of recidivism. Justice 
Quarterly, 27(2), 225-254.• Radosh. P.F. (2004). “Reflections on Women’s Crime and Mothers in Prison: A Peacemaking Approach.” In M. 
Chesney-Lind and L. Pasko (eds.), Girls, Women,and Crime. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.



GABRIELLE JACOBI

Gabrielle Jacobi joined the 
Oklahoma Policy Institute as its Child 
Well-Being Policy Analyst / KIDS 
COUNT Coordinator in March 2021 
after more than two years as a 
Program Coordinator at the 
Oklahoma Partnership for School 
Readiness. Currently, she is 
working on her Master of Public 
Administration and Graduate 
Certificate in Disaster Management 
from the University of Central 
Oklahoma, and she expects to 
graduate in December 2021.

Adverse Childhood Experiences (ACEs) in Oklahoma

More than one in ten Oklahomans have an ACE score of 3+. 

The prevalence of adverse childhood experiences, nationally, by state, and by race or ethnicity

Prevalence of ACEs in Oklahoma

“Oklahoma can give hope to children of incarcerated parents. It is time Oklahoma acts to mitigate the
 impacts of trauma and toxic stress caused by Adverse Childhood Experiences.”



 Our brains are constantly evolving in response to our ever-changing environment. If the toxic stress stops and 
is replaced by practices that build resilience, the brain can undo these stress-induced changes.

Protective and Compensatory Experiences (PACEs)• Parent/caregiver unconditional love• Spending time with a friend• Volunteering or helping others• Being active in a social group• Having a mentor outside of the family• Living in a clean, safe home with enough food• Having opportunities to learn• Having a hobby• Being active or playing sports• Having routines and fair rules at home

Policy Implications• Support parental stress reduction•  Build resilience• Increase screening and treatment

Oklahoma can give hope to children of incarcerated parents

It is time Oklahoma acts to mitigate the impacts of trauma and toxic stress caused by Adverse Childhood Experiences.



DANIELLE HOVENGA

Hovenga serves as the Executive 
Director of New Hope 
Oklahoma. New Hope Oklahoma is 
a Tulsa-based 501(c)(3) non-profit 
organization dedicated to providing 
crucial out-of-school time services to 
youth impacted by parental 
incarceration.

Helping Children of the Incarcerated Data Gaps, Barriers to Serving Youth, and Opportunities in Oklahoma

Shining a Light on Data Gaps

 While we know that Oklahoma incarcerates both women and men at a consistently higher rate than most other 
states, little is known about their children. There is no single source of data, in Oklahoma, which captures and reports on 
children of the incarcerated.

Why Can’t we Accurately Define the Population?• In Oklahoma, we do not formally collect data on children of the incarcerated.• We rely heavily on national data to inform our estimates of youth with an incarcerated parent.• Small, localized studies do help to inform us, but must be expanded.

 “96,000 Oklahoma children, under 18, have been impacted by parental incarceration at some point in their youth.” 
-Annie E. Casey Foundation, Kids Count Report 2016

Increasing Oklahoma Data Collection and Sharing

Who is, or could be, collecting data and information on the children of the
Incarcerated?• OK Dept. of Corrections• County and Municipal Justice Facilities• OK Dept. of Human Services• State and local, youth and family serving agencies and nonprofit organizations• Individual public and private school and childcare institutions

“96,000 Oklahoma children, under 18, have been impacted by parental incarceration at some 
point in their youth.” -Annie E. Casey Foundation, Kids Count Report 2016



Barriers to Data Collection and Sharing• Data about the children of the incarcerated is typically siloed and incomplete.• Nonprofit and youth serving organizations are not efficiently connected to state and local correctional systems for 
referrals and resource sharing.• Inmates may not accurately report their children, for fear of child welfare involvement.

Are we putting innocent children first?

Keeping Those Most Impacted on the Forefront

A Centralized and Collaborative Data System Helps Children

 We know that fewer than 10% of all Oklahoma children of the incarcerated currently enter the child welfare 
system at the time of their parents’ incarceration. These children are more likely to receive consistent health, 
educational, and financial support needed throughout their youth.
 
 For the remaining 90% of children of the incarcerated? We don’t currently have the data to know if those needs 
are being met.

Oklahoma Nonprofits and Community-Based Programs Can Help Support Children of the Incarcerated• When youth are identified, there are a few research-based programs that are ready to help. (ex: New Hope OK, Girl 
Scouts Beyond Bars, Oklahoma Messages)• Caregivers and family members are desperate for the resources of these few programs and would readily partici-
pate, but often never know of their existence.• Without greater collaboration and data sharing, we rely heavily on word of mouth, rare opportunities to connect 
with inmates, and school referrals to find our clients.

Enhancing Community-Based Programs• In Oklahoma, community-based programs offer a range of supports to address the complex needs of children of 
the incarcerated, and their caregivers. Collectively, current programs annually serve an estimated 2% of all youth 
who could qualify for these services.

 ~ Current specialized programs, in Oklahoma, address:
  - Social and Emotional Learning
  - Support Groups
  - Educational Supports
  - Trauma Informed Care
  - Case Management and Resource Facilitation
  - Parenting Classes
  - Connections to Incarcerated Parents
  - Experiential Learning
  - Leadership Development
  - Career Pathways



RACHEL DELCOUR

Rachel works as the Criminal 
Justice Director at Women in 
Recovery. Rachel sits in court with 
hundreds of women and helps the 
Court and the District Attorney’s 
understand each woman’s unique 
issues within the system. She is an 
advocate and a dedicated partner 
to the women who go through the 
Women in Recovery program.

Hello - thank you everyone for having me today. I am the Criminal Justice Director at Women in Recovery (WIR) in Tulsa. 
The WIR program was created 12 years ago to help drive down the female incarceration rate in Tulsa County. We have 
been very successful. There has been a 72% reduction in female incarceration in Tulsa County to date. It’s a great benefit 
to women and their families to keep women out of the Department of Corrections. WIR has been a great benefit to women 
and their families by keeping women out of incarceration and able to continue providing for their children. Our focus over 
the years has been to provide an alternative path to the criminal justice system to help divert women to a program with 
intensive rehabilitative programming and a focus on change and correction. The programs focus on systemic issues that 
lead to criminality like substance use treatment, housing insecurity, under-employment, and lack of employment. Women 
carry a lot of collateral financial damage as a result of their criminal involvement. 

This collateral damage includes things like restitution, 991 fees (DA supervision), assessment costs, supervision costs, 
fines and fees associated with a criminal conviction. These are just some common examples of costs that accumulate 
over time. Theses costs place an overwhelming financial burden on our clients as they try to begin their new lives. 

Some context - this past summer WIR had a graduation ceremony for 23 women who completed our program. Prior to 
graduation my team reviewed with them their court costs to make sure they were ready to manage and keep up with those 
payments. Really, it’s an effort to help them avoid warrants that will lead them back to jail in the future. There were three 
women who had no fines and fees. The remaining 20 of them owed a total of $133,324.15 in previously assessed court 
costs. We are only talking about county court costs. This is not including DA fees, restitution, supervision fees or any 
municipal costs. This amounts to an average of $6,700 per woman.

To some this amount of money is a repayable amount with a payment plan. To others, this amount is impossible to pay off. 
If a woman had a payment plan with the court clerk to pay $25/month it would take over 22 years to pay it off completely. 
We have graduates from our program who have made all of the changes we have wanted to see in them: they’ve gotten 
sober, they’ve gotten housing, they’ve stayed out of trouble - which is what we want - and they will never pay off their fines

“We have graduates from our program who have made all of the changes we have wanted to 
see in them: theyve gotten sober, they’ve gotten housing, they’ve stayed out of trouble - which 
is what we want - and they will never pay off their fines and fees in their lifetime. Some women 
have over $50,000 in fines just on their own. They could pay every month for the rest of their 
life and never pay it down.”



and fees in their lifetime. Some women have over $50,000 in fines just on their own. They could pay every month for 
the rest of their life and never pay it down.

Why does this matter? What I know about the work that we are doing is that financial instability is a risk factor for 
crime. And for relapse. We can all find examples of how financial instability leads to crime. We can see that in national 
studies on criminology. At WIR we can see this locally with our clients. Financial instability is one of the top four rea-
sons for reoffending for our clients. We have polled them in our work after they complete our program. 

The impact of incarceration and the impact on families is this financial burden that comes along with a criminal 
conviction. Anything that we can do to reduce financial instability will increase financial prosperity for families in our 
communities and also reduce crime.

Reducing financial instability is two fold in my mind: 1) we need to address under-employment to help people earn 
a livable wage after incarceration. 2) We need to reduce the costs associated with criminal justice involvement. We 
need to acknowledge how excessive fines and costs are placing a large financial burden on people who already have 
other burdens to carry and who often are making low wages, minimum wage. This financial burden is overwhelming. 
For many of them it creates a financial situation that is impossible to balance. When they cannot pay they get warrants, 
they go to jail and any job they may have gotten is in jeopardy. Then they also get additional costs and fines associated 
with that warrant and with a jail stay. The cycle continues. The amount of costs and fines continues to build. 

We all want a safer Oklahoma. How can we help create a safer way for our women to disentangle themselves? This will 
have a very positive effect on society at large if we can reduce the financial burden that comes with criminal justice 
involvement.



OKLAHOMANS FOR CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE REFORM

Oklahomans for Criminal Justice 
Reform gave policy 
recommendations after the data was 
all presented. These 
recommendations are informed by 
policy decisions in other states, 
everyday impacted Oklahomans, and 
an analysis of Oklahoma’s criminal 
code. 

Potential Policy Solutions

• Connecticut - allow 90 minutes/day of free calls• Regulating costs of commissary• Proximity limits (New York, federal system)• Fines and fees reform

Free or Reduced Calls from Prisons and/or Jails

 Connecticut Senate Bill 972, passed in 2021 Made Prison Phone Calls free for 90 minutes a day. (In Oklahoma this 
would cost a family $6,241.50/year or $17.10/day.)

 Prior to SB972’s passage, “Connecticut families paid nearly $5 for a 15-minute call, among the highest rates in the 
country. Connecticut ma[de] a 68% commission on in-state prison calls through its contract with phone vendor Securus 
Technologies, one of the nation’s largest prison phone vendors. In 2019, the state took in about $7 million.”

Regulating Costs of Commissary

 A simple policy solution raised by a family member of an incarcerated person is this: Regulate commissary to the 
rates folks would pay if they bought at a free-world store. There is no (good) quantifiable reason why commissary items 
should be charged at a premium. Families are the ones paying these high prices, and often at the cost of some other other 
vital need.

Proximity Limits

 New York and the Federal System employ proximity limits so that the person incarcerated cannot be placed in a 

Connecticut Governor Lamont said the following about the passage of SB972, “Connecticut families 
paid nearly $5 for a 15-minute call, among the highest rates in the country. Connecticut ma[de] a 68% 
commission on in-state prison calls through its contract with phone vendor Securus Technologies, one 
of the nation’s largest prison phone vendors. In 2019, the state took in about $7 million.”



*NY Bills A.6710-A (AM Rozic) / S.724-A (Sen. Montgomery)

 Oklahoma is not a large state, but with families having to pay for gas and car maintenance to make visits, this 
can be a prohibitive burden to in-person visits.

 An alternative is to regulate the cost of video calls to increase families’ and kids’ ability to see their 
incarcerated parent more often, even if it is through a screen.

Fines and Fees Reform

SB951 Additional Measures:

• Require an “Ability to Pay” determination at the time of sentencing so we are not assessing fines and fees on peo-
ple who are not able to pay• Stop assessing fines on people who are homeless or living under the HUD’s “very poor” standard (~$25,000 in 
Tulsa County in 2021)• Create a pay incentive - if folks pay 24 months of steady payments, then their fees can be wiped clean• Codify that the state is unable to attach to SSI/Disability Assistance Funds received from the Federal Government 
(This is already in case law but not uniformly understood)



96,000
“96,000 Oklahoma 
children, under 18, 

have been impacted by 
parental 

incarceration at some 
point in their youth.” 

-Annie E. Casey Foundation, 
Kids Count Report 2016

The original ACE study 
lists having an 

incarcerated parent as 
one of the ACEs along 

with physical, 
emotional or 

sexual abuse, physical 
or emotional neglect, a 

parent with a substance 
use disorder or mental 

illness, divorced parents, 
or a mother who was 

abused.

32% 75%
32% of Oklahoma 

Households find it hard 
to cover food or basic 

needs most of the time.
 

When families are 
already struggling 

financially, if a loved 
one goes to prison the 
most likely outcome is 

that they will not be able 
to afford the additional 

cost of remaining in 
contact.

75% of the women 
incarcerated by the 

Oklahoma Department 
of Corrections have a 

moderate to high need 
for substance abuse 

treatment.

Drug addiction treat-
ment should be widely 
available and free for 

anyone ready to accept 
help.

KEY TAKEAWAYS 



The cost to the state and the 
individual’s family for an 8-year 
sentence. This includes jail fees, 
communication, commissary, costs for 
visits, and the state’s cost to incarcerate. 
This assumes the individual was 
afforded public counsel and does not 
include the individual’s lost wages during 
the time of incarceration. The individual 
in this hypothetical had two children in a 
family member’s care. The hypothetical 
also assumes the person serves their full 
sentence.

The cost to the state and the 
individual’s family for a 20-year 
sentence. This includes jail fees, com-
munication, commissary, costs for visits, 
and the state’s cost to incarcerate. This 
assumes the individual was afforded 
public counsel and does not include the 
individual’s lost wages during the time of 
incarceration. The individual in this 
hypothetical had two children in DHS 
custody. The hypothetical also assumes 
the person serves their full sentence.

Summation_____________

Legislative Actions

The weight of having a family member incarcerated has been described as a “hidden 
hole” in families who have loved ones behind bars.

The American justice system is built on individual 
responsibility. As the criminal justice system has grown, we 
have begun to inadvertently punish families and children -- 
even when they are not guilty of any crimes.

We can improve the lives of families 
and children with incarcerated loved 
ones. 

We have to fight against corporate interests, big 
government, and overcriminalization to protect the 
people who are innocent in this system. It is bad, 
expensive public policy to create a system that bleeds 
working families dry. We should facilitate increased 
family contacts and relationships as they reduce 
recidivism and ease re-entry concerns.

$69,000+

01

02

03

04

People in the justice system deserve 90 
minutes of free calls. We can see the 
benefits from this when looking to other 
states.

Individuals should be placed within 100 miles 
or less from family and children. It is critical 
their support systems are maintained.

Oklahoma needs fines and fees reform . The 
burden is being placed on the families of 
those who are incarcerated.

Increase opportunities for positive pro-social 
activities and increase resilience of those 
who experience a loved one incarcerated

Additional measures must be taken to ease financial burdens 
on families. Oklahoma needs a vibrant family structure that 
is able to contribute to the economy and to the lives of those 
around them.The cost to the state and the 

individual’s family for a 2-year sentence. 
This includes jail fees, communication, 
commissary, costs for visits, and the 
state’s cost to incarcerate. This assumes 
the individual was afforded public 
counsel and does not include the 
individual’s lost wages during the time of 
incarceration. It also assumes the 
person serves their full sentence.

The Costs

$153,000+

$1,000,000+


