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FLE 02 1980
1000 FRIENDS OF OREGON

Ty
COMPLAINANT: Buck Coe

RISPONDENT: Richard Cantrell, Wasco County Judge

SUMMARY OF COMPLAINT:

The complaint alleges Judge Cantrell violated ORS éhaptgr 244
when he voted in favor of a petition for the incorporation of the
City of Rajneeshpuram, at such time a transaction was pending
between Judge Cantrell and the Rajneeshpuram for the purchase of
over 517,000 worth of Cantrell's cattle. The complainant furthar
alleges that many irreguiarities surrounded the catt}e sale,
teeluding lack of a brand inspection, discrepanciss in the number
sobd, and a purchase price which exceeded the fair market wvalue.
ERCraeent L)
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 a saune mle
o Lesl, a LU) wees ranch in Wasco County was ourchased to form a
community (Rajneeshpuram) for Indian guru Baghwan Shree Rajneesh
and agpproximately 200 of his followers. Acccrding ko Judge
Cantrell, the Jefferson and Wasco County Commissioners met jointly
at Rajneeshpuram in "early August", 1981, to review the site
prior to making certain land use dacisions, i.e., housing ngads
of the community. During the visit, a mamber of - the Rajnec&h
cormunity, David Xnapo, told Judge Cantrell they neaded catdle
to "eat stubble". In addition, if an experimantally planted crop
of sunflowers failed, the crop would be used as silage. Judge
Cantrell then advised Mr. Xnanp that he should buy the equivalent
of "hamburger priced cows".

During the "last part of the summar", Judge Cantrell contacted a
reyisterced cattle buyer (Act Rice) who assisted cantrell in os-
tablishing the price of 5625 for pairs of late summer/cavly fall
cattle, and $.50/lb. for the remaindor of his stock. Judge:
Cantvell said he thon "let it be known" Fhat iis cattle wore For
Salee,

un Octobec 13, Jud e Cantrell contactaod the 'Rajreesh community
and offered his caztle for sale at the above price. Two repre-
senkatives of the Rajneesh comminity (Joha Shelfar and Bob Harwray)
survaeved the livastock on Qctober 22, and on October 25, told
Judge Cantrell they wished to purchase "40 or 50 head". Shelfer
and Harwvey later sclected the cat:le th2y wanted, and on Novermber
5, Harvey and Chuck Rolfe (cattle transporter) loaded the cattle
into a stock truck, weighed the cattle at Dufur and transported
the cattle to the Rajneesh community.

On November 15, the cattle we paid for with a check to Judyge

Qre
Cantrell and United States National Bank, who held a note on the
cattle.

according to County records and a newsnaper article (sworn to
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as an accurate statement of facts by its author, Austin Abrams,
Attachment 2), Rajneesh representatives contacted County officials
on Qctober 7 about incorporating they community as a city. On
October 14, the County Court received petitions from Rajneesh
community residents seeking the incorporation. On November 4,
Judge Cantrell presided over a public hearing on the incorpora-
tion, and voted in favor of the petition authorizing Rajneesh
community residents to decide the issue at a May 18 election
(Attachment 3). The petition was approved by the County Commission
2-1.

The: complainant alleges that in addition to Jud g Cantea Ll bLiag
onothe 1ssue of Lncorpovation, soevoral LrecgulariLioeg sare sun i
the caktle sal.e, Specirfically, Judae Cantrell failod Lo have
brand inspection performad at the time of sale for which hu W3
cited. The brand inspectors felt the price paid was high con-
sidering the time of year and quality of cattle involved, and that
the flat rate per pound was unusual. Finally, there is a discrep-

ancy in the number of cattle sold: a transportation certificare
signed by Judge Cantrell shows 48 head of cattle ware transcorted,
but a certificate signed by Bob Harvey shows 50 head were trans-
ported. (See Attachments 4-10).

In the opinion of Judge Cantrell, the disapproval of the petition
by the County Commission would not have affected the catcle pur-
chase, because the Rajneesh community "would have appealed it all
the way to the Supreme Court". Further, he felt they would "stay
even if there was no city" because, in his opinion, they had
other options:

1) Create a service area
2)  Move to Antclgpa
3)  Current zoning permitted one house per 80 acrces

John Shelfer ayreed that disapproval of the petition by the County
Court "would have had absolutely no effect on their decision to
stay".

However, Mark Greenfield, a Portland attorney who has filed a
petition for review of the County Court's action with the Land
Use Board of Appeals, argues that incorporation is a prerequisite
to the community's ability to remain at their present location.
He argues that unless the community incorporates, they are in
violation of ORS 215.213(1) (f):

"(1) The following uses may be established in any area
zoned for exclusive farm use:

(f) The dwellinga and other buildings customarily
provided in conjunction with farm use"’ (Emphasis added).

J,
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Further, Greenfield argues that far fewer than "1 house per
80 acres” would be permissibl.e because the dwelling density refers

to 80 acres as a minimum size, and the community is presently
divided into much larger parcoisg. -

JURISDICTION AND PERTINENT STATUTES:

Judge Cantrell is a public ortjcial as defined by OBS 244.020(9),
and is subject to the requircments of ORS Chapter 244, including:

1) ORS 244.120(1) (a),

"(1) When involves: in a poténtial conflict of
tnterest, a public official shall:

(2) If he 13 an elected public official,
other than 4 member of the Legislative
Assembly, ov an appointed public official
serving con board or commission, announce
publicly <tha nature of the potential con-
flict prics +5 taking any official action
-thereon".

[T

t

Note: ORS 244.0204: defines potential conflict of
interest as,

“(4) 'Potential ionflict of interest' means any
transaction whera 3 person- acting in a capacity
as a public ofiisjial takes any action or makes
any decision or rocommendation, the effaoct of
which would be =5 the private pecuniary benefit
or detriment of :he person or a membor of the
person's househat s "

~ o« \a = e

2) ORS 244.130(1),

"(1) When a pullic official gives notice of a
potential conflict of interest, the potential
conflict shall “e recorded in the official
records of the »ublic body, and a notice of
the potential =anflict and how it was disposed
of may in the Z2:iscretion of the public body be
provided the ccwmmigsion within a reasonable
period of time. The commission may by rule
establish crizsria for cases in which such

ipformatign sz11, shall not, or may be pro-
vided to it".
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3)

4)

ORS 244.040(1),

"(l) No public official shall use his official
position or office to obtain financial gain for
himself, other than official salary, honoraria
or reimbursement of expenses, or for any member
of his household, or for any business with which
he or a inerber of his household is associated".

ORS 244.040¢(13%),

"(4) N9 public official gshall fucther his peraonal
tinarcial gain through the use of contidential
information gained in the course of or by reason
of hisg official position or activities in any way".

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S RECOMMENDATION:

La

Regarding ORS 244.120, it appears Judge Cantrell was
faced with a potential conflict of interest which
should have been publicly announced because the cattle
transaction was still pending (payment had not yet
been made) at the time of the incorporation hearing,
and the effect of Judge Cantrell's action could have
altered completion of the transaction.

Regarding ORS 244.040(1), there is at the least,
insufficient evidence to support a finding of violation.

Regarding ORS 244.040(4), it appears Judge Cantrell
used information, not available to the general public
and obtained by reason of his public office, to obtain
personal financial gain. Specifically, he was told

in hig official capacity of the community's desire to
purchase cattle, and lataer contacted the community
recgarding the salo of his cattle. 1In deciding whether
Judge Cantrell violated ORS 244.040(4), the OGEC should
determine whether such information was "confidential®
within the meaning of ORS 244.040(4).
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BEFORE THE LAND USE BOARD OF APPEALS

OF THE STATE OF OREGON

1000 FRIENDS OF OREGON, the
assumed name of Oregon Land
Use Project, Inc., an Oregon
nonprofit corporation, KELLY
MC GREER, ROSEMARY MC GREER,
JAMES G. PERKINS, SHIRLEE
PERKINS, DAVID DICKSON and

" MELINDA DICKSON, LUBA 81-132
Petitioners, AFFIDAVIT OF

AUSTIN L. ABRAMS
V.

WASCO COUNTY COQURT,

W’ e W’ W s’ t® N ' Y St e NP S gt P

~Respondent. i A A R 5
Sl

I, Austin L. Abrams, being'duly sworn, do depose and : 25

'

(T i -

. I am the Managing Edit&r 6f The Dalies Chronicle.
I authored an article entitled "County Judge's _
Iméartialiﬁy on Rajneesh Issue Challenged," which appeared
on the front page of The Dalles Chronicle dated Saturday,

December 19, 1981. A correct copy of that article is attached
to this affidavit.

. ’ LR
The above-mentioned article recites facts attributed to

County Judge Richard Cantrell, which I learned from a conver-

sation with Judge Cantrell that occurred prior to my authoring
this article. These facts relate to a cattle sale betweén the
Judge and fbllowers of'Bhagwan Shree Rajneesh.

' The facts and statements attributed to Judge Cantrell

in this article are an accurate report of the facts Judge

Page 1 .- AFFIDAVIT OF AUSTIN L. ABRAMS
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Cantrell provided me.

(uit.., K e lcoons

Austin L. Abrams

STATE OF OREGON )

'

ss.
County of Wasco )

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2§ day of

AthA&nAAi/ » 198/,

QL thafiiat

Notary Publid of Q¥egon

My commission expires:

My Commission Expires July 30, 1984 ¢ ¢

Page 2 — AFFIDAVIT OF AUSTIN L. ABRAMS e



@ 5TH & WASHINGTON STREET
. THE DALLES, OREGON 97058

January 20, 1982 IAYT‘TACHMGI'/‘/ C

Paul Muller "
19872 Arrow VWood Dr.
Bend, Orecon- " 97707

Dear Paul:

I reccived vour letter this morning and appreciated
your writing. It is alot nicer to have someone cxpress
his feelings to vour face than to your back, and beliecve
me my back is grtting just a little raw,

There arec a feu things that are not being brought
out in these articles that people do not see nor recognize.

First the cattle issue. FRach fall or winter I sell
cattle - if T am short of money and hay, or if I have a
chance to scll alot of hay or if I have no sale for hay -
will determine the amount of cattle I sell, I have Art
Rice help me determine the Price and then I 1let it be known
vhat I have to sell and I sell them. . 8ince these wvere bred
covs I didn't want to sell them for hamburcer a* the auction
varl so I nriced erours, calves, purc bred white Zace,_ five
vear old bull, and vearling heifers at 50¢ a pound straight
through. The check was made out to the U.c. Na%ional Bank
and myself, as thev held the note on the cattle. I don't
belicve this nrice was in any wav out of line. Al Limmeroth
has purchased them several times, I have gone through the
auction vard, T have sold to Martin Forrey, lon London, Ben
Smith, Don Wink, and T don't know how many other individuals.
Which, of course, is mv business and my prerogative. This
vear I did the same thing and John Shelfer asked for them,
before Al and Art made it known they wanted then. Granted
in lecoking back T shoul@ have announcad at the hearing that
I had sold cattle to Shelfer, but, remember please, I have

sold cattle for about 40 years and have had only onc hearing
like this,

Buck Coe asked me to come out.to talk to him on the 24th
of November, 1981, which I did, with a witness. ‘He wanted
Virgil and I to rescind or reconsider our vote for a month or
Six weeks to let things cool off. I made him awvare of all
the facts of the cattle sale. (I also went to a city council
meeting in Shaniko and told them, I told Scotta Callister of
the Oregonian, Austin Abrams of The Dalles Chronicle, the
reporters from AP, the Journal, and the Bend paper so there
would be no question if I did or did not.) But I also sold
at least that manv cous to other Wasco County people. I called
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the Attorney for the ctate Department of Oregon, and L.c.p.cC.,

and told them all that had transpired and also asked them to

contact the State Fthics Commission if they fel% there was

a problem so it could be investigated.
In regards to the hearing, we were instructed by L.C,D.C. *°

and by-the District Attorney that we could only hear information

on the city boundary, and if they addressed the L.C.D.C., laws.
Our Engineer looked at the boundaries and okayed them, The

Planning Commission stated the L.C.D.C., goals were properly

addressed. (40 pages). We three Commissioners agreed that the
above were conmplied with., AT this point State Law decrees that

the Court must give the petitioncr the right to hold an election.

Nothing qgives vy the right to
noving too fast, or anything elsc.

o e SR

judge merals, if they are

Then when we voted, Jim voted "nay" using *he reason thev
Jere moving too fast, and voted after Virgil and T did, Now he
1as a right to vote as he wishes but he never made any objections
tnown in the discussion and the Court tape and “he record bears
this out, Every Attorney in The Dalles vho was present has stated
‘e had no other choice, Also, the Commissioner.from Jefferson
‘ounty who made the comments on Town Hall came to me after the
leeting and stated (and T quote) "You made the only decision you

rould and wve would probably have done the same." "As for the
louses, both counties did agree on them,"

Paul, the law of the land states ‘that they have the lecgal
"ight, the same as You and T, to do their thing as long as it is
ithin the law. T swore an oath to be impartial and promised to
five an honest opinion. I will do my best to live up to thig-

ind protecct your legal rights, theirs, anyone elses, and mine,
mpartially,

»

What my personal opinion is cannot, and does not,

enter into
¥ Court decisions.

Als>, Paul, I understand Kelly McGreer sold his
o the Rajrieesh, and Buck Coc offered to clear 10,000
and for thkem at a pPrice,
o do this, '

potato crop
acres of ‘
It is my opinion tha+ they had 2 right

: I valve the friendship T have had with You and your family
nd bhope this will show my side of the events, TIf you get the

hance ask John Conroy, George Ward, Sandy McCabe, or John Forman
hat thcy think of me, my dealings, or the Rajnnesh issue will you?

‘Your friend, -~ .
. &t LL4,t,fé
0 € B i . . ‘
‘ Rick Cantrell

TC:kah
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State of Oregon
Department of Agriculture
OFFICERS REPORT

NTacHnew 7 0O

County Wasco No.
Subject SELLING CATTLE WITHOUT CHANGE OF OWNERSHIP Date December 22, 1981
BRAND INSPECTION R

SUSPECT: Cantrell, Richard Carleton

Route 1, Box 186

Dufur, OR

Phone: (503) 467-2366

DOB 03-25-20

Writer received information from several ranchers 1in the area that Rick Cantrell sold

cattle to Rajoneesh Foundation International, Antelope, Oregon, without brand
inspection.

On December 7, 1981, writer went to Big Muddy Ranch, Antelope, Oregon, and was
advised by several members that they bought cattle from Judge Cantrell; that they had
a bill of sale, but after approximately 1 1/2 hours of searching couldn't produce it.
The man in charge of the cattle, Bob Harwey, Antelope, Oregon, phone 489-3336, was 1in
Salem and he probably had the bill of sale with him, but the deal was legal because
they dealt with the Judge. Writer tried on several different occasions to contact
Bob HarVey at different times, but always got a busy signal. Writer was advised the
cattle would be brought in next week. As soon as their branding iron was made, the

cattle would be branded, Bangs and TR tested, and I would be advised to do the brand
inspection,

On December 8, 1981, Rick Cantrell contacted writer by phone and stated he sold
cattle to the Rajnees on November #9, 1981, but he didn't collect any money till two
or three weeks later because of some hearing that was going on; that he didn't know
he needed brand inspection because Art Rice, The Dalles, does most of his buying;
that he sells most of his cattle through the auction sale where brand inspection is
required. He will contact Bob HarMey and have brand inspection on the cattle next
week while they are belng tested.

but he wrote him a letter and advised, put the cattle in the corral within a few days
and have them brand inspected; that they have a transportation slip he made out for a
bill of sale, like he always fills out when he sells cattle; that they probably
wouldn't show it to me because they were trying to protect him; that he should hear
from Har¥Mey by Monday, re: brand inspecting the cattle.,

On December 21, 1981, writer and Loren Corwin, Madras, went to Big Muddy Ranch to
meet Rick Cantrell at 3:00 p.m. He couldn't remember how many cattle he sold and
couldn't find his papers of the sale, but he brought the correct bill of sale for the
branded cattle he had bought and had not rebranded at other auction sales. Cantrell
stated he sold 7 prs. at $625.00, and the other cattle were sold for $.50 a 1b.

Later he corrected the number to 9 prs. :

At 4:00 pem. writer wrote inspection on 48 cattle.



1 brind WF C « RH
1 WF B Co- RH
1 Blk WF C WA LH

3 Char BLk WF C Cg  RH
1 Blk C Ty R Shoulder
2 Blk H & RH

39 cows calf and yearlings, no brand. Cattle were mixed breeds, Ang, WF, Simuiy)
Char., Hol,

Bob HarMey never came out while inspection was being made. Writer was advised twice
by members and once by Cantrell, Bob HarWey would come out.

On December 22, 1981, writer contacted Rick Cantrell in his office at The Dalles, who
stated he made the cattle deal with John Shelfer, Antelope, Oregon, the ranch
manager; that he weighed the cattle at the Dufur Elevator; that he sold 9 pairs, and
the other cattle were weighed in 3 drafts: Weights 8,610, 8,630, 6,890; that it was
late in the afternoon when they finished the welghing; that Huck Rolff hauled the
cattle.

A warning citation was issued. At this time, writer picked up transportation slip
made out by Rick Cantrell for 48 cattle.

D.D. Hodges
Livestock Brand Inspector

ssR8-9E



BEFORE THE WASCO COUNTY COURT (}1aj\ C]

OF THE STATE OF OREGON

ATAckmed 7 £

IN THE MATTER OF the
Designation of Certain Lands
as Rural Residential in the
Wasco County Plan (in the
area of Rajneeshpuram)

No.

AFFIDAVIT OF

BUCK HODGES

N s N N N N St |
.

I, Darrell Dwain ("Buck") Hodges, being duly sworn, do depose and say

that:
D¥

I am the brandise inspector that examined the cattle sold by Judge —
Richard Cantrell to Rajneesh Foundation International. I have worked as
a braddiggglnspectur all over the state for 25 1/2 years. I reside in
the Madras area. I estimate that I inspect 50,000 fu 75,000 cattie a
year depending on the year, .

Thé brandiig inspector inmspects the brands on catite to prevent
livestock theft. I make sure that the brand on the caftle being sold is
the brand of the seller, or that the seller has the bill of sale for
those cattle. Whenever mare than five cattle are sold, they must be
brand inspected. Ordinarily they are Inspected at the time of sale,
normally.qver.the scales. Usually the seller contacts the brandigéfin- E
spector to let_him know when he should be available to brand inspect the
animals., It is extremely unusﬁal for the brandfz; inspector to have to h
inspect the cattle after the sale has been made:' The steps I had to go

e

through in inspecting the cattle sale between Judge Cantrell and the
Rajneesh were extremely unumusl, Those steps are stated in the attached

Officers Report, dated December 22, 1981, which is incorpoeated hy
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reference in this affidavit,

At the brandiggbinspection the brand inspector must be satisfied in his
own mind that the person presenting the cattle for sale does own them, If
the cattl F;;gg:;dto another man, the seller must show a bill of sale Fur
that brand., Of the 48 cattle inspected in this sale, only three had the
Judge's brand. The Judge had bills of sale for the other cattle. The
Judge had not put his brand on the other cattle he had purchaséd in pre-
vious sales, which ;s unusual for a cattle aperation.

The fee involved at the time of brand inspection is $.50 for the brand
inspection (per animal) and $.50 for the Beef Council (per animal).

Rs stated in the attached Officers Report, the 48 cattle were sold,
transported and paid for before I inspected them. The transfer, qF'Eattle
took place on Nokember 9, 1981, Judge Cantrell told me that he collected the
money two to three weeks after the date of the - tsansfer. T didn't inspect
the caftle until December 21, 198l. At 4:00 P.M, on that day I wrote an
inspection on 48 cattle.

Judge Cantrell told me that he sold seven pairs of cattle at $625 a palr.
He later corrected that number to nine pairs. He saild he sold the other
cattle at $.50 a pound., The cattle sald by the pound were wéighed in three
drafts, The first draft was 8,610 pounds, the second draft 8630 pounds, and
the third draft 6,890 pounds. In other words, total weight was 24,130
pounds for the cattle sold at $.50 a pound. '

On December 21, when I inspected the cattle, I was nct giveh‘the'
transportation slip by Judge Cantrell. It is extremely unusual not to be

given this slip at the time of inspection. I received the traasportation
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slip at Judge Cantrell's office in The Dalles at 12:00 noon on December 22,
1981. When I inspected the cattle Judge Cantrell could not remember how many.
cattle he had sold, which is also very unusual.

In 25 1/2 years of being a brandig;-inspectur, I have never seen a sale
in which cows, calves, heifers, bull oalves and large bulls were ail weighed
together and sold at the same price. In my opinion a price of $625 a pair
is a very high price considering the time of year of the sale and the type
and quality of cattle involved. In November, in the sale yard report for
the Madras auction yafd, pairs paid between 8435 and $470, with $470 for
a good quality pair, The cattle involved in this sale were not of good
quality far beef, in my opinion, and not of good quality for dairy. Some'
of them had bills of sale dating back to 1971. )

For the cattle sold by the pound, ordinarily they are split up by sex,
size and type of cattle'ghd weighed separately., A flat $.50 per pourd
is a very unusual type of afrangement. In my opinion none of the c:ttle

involved were of good quality for beef. Many were of paoor quality,

Abaut half of the cattle were old,

25-51 lZcAc/ﬁL Zféd%ﬁab(,

Buck Hodges

STATE OF OREGON )
) SSe
)

County of Jefférson
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of January, 19862,

Notary Public for Oregon _
My commission expires: 6-5"-%J
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Oregon Transportatlon Certificate Y[ Wtresr F

“THIS CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AUTHORIZE TRANSPORTATI’ON OF LIVESTOCK =
OUT OF OREGON

Name of owner . 42:004&2 V777, /d Date // ? 19..5?/
Address ,/3,6')(/2—/’»7 ﬁ/@/{ﬂg/& County . é// $.é9”
) it o JloplCloa sl ...

..., Vehicle or car No.

Brand or ' Location Lat Ear Marks
No. Breed Sex Eartag No. of Brand Number R. - L

A0 ptived e A Hea 2. 7

)aim—*d——-— this ?’ day ot

4

IB.EA./do certify that I am Iq'lawtul possession

ﬁovgdea ibed ani al:

rnc of Owner

By Agent (if any)

IMPORTANT! IF CHANGE OF OWNERSHIP OCCURS, FORM
ON REVERSE SIDE MUST BE FILLED OUT AND SIGNED.
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Form 3017

Oregon Transportation Certificate

“THIS CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AUTHORIZE TRANSPORTATION OF LIVESTOCK
OUT OF OREGON.”

e ot ounee Ieeil o Tl a9 450wy

. County

On..,.._o.. %Em”«mﬁ %.Q ... .. Vehicle or car No.

Brand or Location
No. Breed Sex Esrtag No. ot Brand

G

Shipped from .f

AT Tackred 7

L pluele | co—| pi
iy lBele| O P H
o U Bwr| ¢ | ¥ LH

o el e cwn e

QNI..HNN\ i this s day on.

EETTE i T Ty .- . ﬂ
................................. . 1 \ do cert| that 1 am in lawful possession
of the ogﬁ% _.-4 % ° ity

IMPORTANT! IF CHANGE OF OWNERSHIP OCCURS, FORM
ON REVERSE SIDE MUST BE FILLED OUT AND SIGNED.
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Oregon Transportation Certificate

“THIS CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AUTH
OUT OF QNMBOZ.J

ORIZE TRANSPORTATION OF LIVESTOCK

Brand or Location Lot
v - No. Breed Sex Eartag No. of Brand Number
.~ .

o

C | AMong-
SWF | & e
I BIR || vau
ik [#]| e & | R
181K |[H | vme
Jlw#|H| Aoye
[

+

\\

%ﬂ[ﬁ% this 7 day of

E.WN do certify that 1 am in lawful possession

IMPORTANT! IF CHANGE OF OWNERSHIP OCCURS, FORM
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Form 3017

Oregon Transportation Certificate

“THIS CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AUTHORIZE TRANSPORTATION OF LIVESTOCK

ouUT OF Oﬂmna..vr! z
vone v | _nﬂ LT

Address .. . “evu T Ve

I
Shipped from \ﬂ. Y .&.h ! B

L 4 a..d\ Faa 4 1& N . 4 Lt e
Carrter {LLY &N _h\\p\ .. Vehicle or car No, ..
No. Breed Sex Brand or Loeation Lot

Eartag No. of Brand Number

T o | e
2 wEln | ume
o 22 n | el

— -wm.l \ do certify that I am in lawful possession

als,

of the above described anim




A‘\W[WGHMEM H .
5TH & WASHINGTON STREET
THE DALLES, OREGON 97058
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_ -BEFORE THE WASCO COUNTY COURT e Y

OF THE STATE OF OREGON °° ' 0”]/&\@
- ATwmenr T

IN THE MATTER OF the
Designation of Certain Lands
as Rural Residential in the
Wasco County Plan (in the
area of Rajneeshpuram)

No.

AFFIDAVIT OF

-:LOREN. CORWIN i

.
T Nt Y S’ N Vg Vgt
.

I, 'Loren .Corwin, being duly. sworn, do_depose and say that:

I have worked for the Phdraszrgjﬁgggé'iggg off and on for 20 years.
I observe the cattle makket every week in that capacity. My duties with
the auction are those of a field man, T talk with the ranchers, wdérk in J—
the ring during sales, and appraise the value of cattle: Determining the otk
value pof cattle is one of my déy to day duties. At thz Redmond auction
yard i 1979 I handled ana sorted about 45,000 head of cattlé.- Last
year the amount was fewer hecausé of the yéar. .

'I also run ahoué 150 cattle of my own and 150 cattle on a share deal,
where I run the cattle for others. I buy and sell cattle regularly.

. Bn December 21, 1981, I épccmpanied Buck Hﬁdges, the branding inspector,
on his visit to the Muddy Ranch to inspect the cattle sold tao the Rajneesh
by Judge Rick Cantrell.’ I accompanied Buck Hodges as a helper. I saw
each of the LB cattle inspected.

In my opinion, the quality of the cattle sold was "off-quality."™ There
was a mlx of bulls, heiferé, yearlings, and other breeds., The quality of
the cattle was "dairy quality", which is pquf %or beef production, Of the
. 48 cattle involved in the sale, a few of the cattle were of good quality for

beef, but those of good quality were old. The young ones were not much good
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fhr-a commercial herd for beef production, and poor kinds of cattle to make
money with, '

In my opinion, not more than i2 AF the 48 cattle I saw would have
brought é.SD a pound at sale at that fime. Those that would have brought
that price were some calves and light cattle. Generally, in determining
the value of cattle, you need to Separate them by kind, weight, age, sex,

etc., and weigh them . Mixing all types of cattle together and weighing

" them and selling them at a fixed price is very unusual,

When I saw the 48 cettle I did not do an evaluaiion of their value by
type. However, I noticed that these cattle were dairy quality, that is,
beef cattle bred with dairy cuus.. Dairy quality cattle sell at abaut 20¢
a pound less ag beef cattle than good beef prqductidn cattle. However, if

these cattle were sold for dairy purpases, a dairyman would not have bought

‘them due to poor, quality,

Tﬁe ﬁggffa.l Saw would have brought at that time, in my estimation,
about 33¢ to 35¢ a pound. At the time of sale they may have brought another
five cents a pound, Good quality steer will bring about 62¢ a paund today,
and goad quality heifers 50¢ a pound; These cattle were nat good guality,

: mX«l.o{ )
There were no stéer calved. There were about one dozen bwdd- calves that '

would biing 50¢ a pound,

Of the pairs sold for $625, I could not determine which nine pairs were
sold, because some of the coué and calves were not sold as pairs, but
by the pound, A fair estimate for pairs is tﬁét the cows wauld wiigh
apprbximately 800 pounds and sell at 40¢ a pound (8320 peréou)land that
the calves would sell ag $200/head, for a total of $520 a pair,
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The three drafts for the cattle sold by the pound ueighéd a total of
24, 130 pounds. UWhen the nine pair (18 pattle) are removed, the average
weight per head (including bne bull) e&uals 804 pounds per head. Sold at
$.50 a podnﬁ, this figu;g is 3402 per head for bulls, heifers, coes, etc.
In my estimation,vthesé'wéightS'and prices are way out of line. They coyld
not have welghed that much and brought that amount of money, considering the

kidds of cattle involved in this sale, in a normal sales transaction. The

value of these cattle was much lower.

-

-
I o7

Loren Corwin

STATE OF OREGON )
. ) ss.
County of Jefferson )

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of .January, 1982,

Htven L 20 MM M

Notary Public for Oregan

My commission expires: 6.§° £’



