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Q. PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME, OCCUPATION, AND BUSINESS
“ADDRESS. '

My name is Wayne A. Trucke. | am a Special Agent specializing in financial
Investigations, employed by the Oregon Department of Justice. My business -

address is'610 HaW’thbrhe Avenue SE Suite 210, Salem, Oregon 97301-2551.

. PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND AND WORK

EXPERIENCE. -

My Witness Qualification Statement is attached as Exhibit 1 to this testimony.

. WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR-TESTIMONY?

A. My testimony discusses certain financial practices and other situations related

to the Crooked River Ranch Water Company.

Q. DID YOU PREPARE AN EXHIBIT FOR THIS DOCKET?

A. Yes.| pr_epéreci Exhibit Staff/401 , consisting of 2 pages and Exhibit/402,

consisting of 714 pages.

. HOW IS YOUR TESTIMONY ORGANIZED?

My testimony is organized as follows:

Issue 1, Why CRRWC is N0t 8 COOPEIAHIVE ...veeereeeerrersrererersorererreres 2
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ISSUE 1, WHY CRRWC IS NOT A COOPERATIVE.

Q. WHAT RECORDS HAVE YOU REVIEWED OF THE CRRWC ANDIVJ_AMES
AND JACQUELYN ROOKS.
~A. lhave réviewe_d the records set forth in my Investigation Report dated Auguét

7 2,008,1 filed.as Exhibit 2 to my testimony, pg 4_. | have also reviewed:

QuickBooks records for the Crookeq River Ranch Water Company

(CRRWC) covering the period June 23, 2000 to August 26, 2009.

‘A copy of the subpoena to Wes Price of Harrigan, Price, Fronk & Co., -

- ‘accountants, commanding the production of ail of_'their files on the

Crooked River Ranch Water.Gompany and James and Jacquelyn
Rooks.

A 'dopy of the files produced by Wes Price of the accounting firm, I_ ._ ‘
Harrigan', Price, Fronk & Co. in response to the subpoena. |
Bank account records of the bank accounts of the company at

Washington Mutual/JP Morgan Chase Bank, Community First.Bank,

: and Columbia River Bank.

A copy of the file of the United-States Bankruptcy Court for fhe District 7. |

of Oregon, Case number 302-31509-rid7, a bankruptcy petition, and

proceedings the_reoh, filed by James Harvard Rooks and Jacquelyn'

- Regina Rooks, on February 15, 2002.
A transcript of the deposition {aken Februafy 8, 2010, at Crooked River

" Ranch wherein James H. Rooks and Jacquelyn R. Rooks gave sworn

! Also included in Exhibit Staff 302, pages 295-324.




10

11

12

13
14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

Docket WJ 8 - | : Staff (DOJ)/400

Trucke/3

testimony, including the exhibits referred to in the deposition. AAG

Albert Depenbrock provided these records.

. WHAT PERSONS HAVE YOU INTERVIEWED REGARDING THE CRRWC

AND JAMES AND JAC.QUELYN ROOKS.
| have interviewed the persons set forth in my Investigation Report dated

August 8, 2008, pages 3-4.

. DOES YOUR INVESTIGATION REPORT DATED AUGUST 6, 2008

ACCURATELY REFLECT YOUR FINDINGS REGARDING THE FINANCES
OF CRRWC, AS FAR AS THE RECORDS REVIEWED WENT, AND DO -
YOU ADOPT IT AS YOUR TESTIMONY?

. Yes. My Invéstigétion Report dated August 8, 2008, accurately reflects my

findings regarding CRRWC as far as the records reviewed then went and |

- adopt it as my testimony. -

. WHAT DO YOU FIND REGARDING THE COMPANY FINANCIAL

RECORDS?

..~ Company financial records are confusing. It is very difficult to determine what

is going on in the records, i.e. the correct income and expenses. | detailed this

- -in my Investigation Report dated August 6, 2008. QuickBooks records were

changed by tens of thousands of dollars when different versions were |
produced. See pages 16 and 17 of my Investigation Report. From my review, -
it appears that the same practices and procedures that occurred during my

investigat%dn, and listed in my report dated August 6, 2008, continue to oécur in
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the reéordé of the Crooke.d River Ranch Water Company (CRRWC). Some ofr |
 these practices are: - | |
. Listing .inrcome' in expense accounts.

. "Exampie — payments from T-Mobile are recorded in éxpense ,
account "6040 — G&A — Communications —-bfher.” This would give
én incorrect amount for the cost o6f communications.

o Listing expenses in incorﬁé aécounts. |
. Recording deposits in accounts to show more iﬁcome than actually
- received. | | _
» Example — Deposit on 09/25/08 of $2,588.64 to Account 4005.2 -
o ;Reimburseme"nt. | '
e Expenses for "Supplies” deducted from:Jares: Rooks. paycheck, are
. withéUt any explanation or corresponding Accounts Receivable or Note
Recéivable entries. There is no recofd of purchases by Rooks using
CRRW(C funds or the amouht- of fuhds used by Rooks. ‘From the
¢ records it cannot bed_etermined the total of funds used by Rooks. -

There are no records shoWinQ if Rooks is repaying the CRRWC for the |

funds he borrows.- The same practices listed in my report for 2003 to

2007 continue. |

» Upto December 26, 2007, the deductions from James-:-Rboks

checks are listed in account 4005.2 - Reimbursement as income.

» There was one entry after December 26, 2007, on May 28, 2008, .in |

" account 4005.2
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-On April 30, 2008, the deductions from James Rooks checks for

“Sup_plies——Bolts" are Iisfed in account 2005 — Payroll Liabilities.

- Account “1100 - N/R - JR Rooks"'appears in 2006 but no entries

for payments are recorded. Entries recorded in this account are

~ from CPA recommendations. No records of payments onthe N/R

are recorded other than those provided by the CPA. There are no

entries in account 1100 after December 31, 2007.

K There were a number of ‘CPA entries, .dated December.31, 2006, in
1 Account 171 00, which gives a balance due of $14,678.62 when
- using an Accrual Basis and a balance due of $18,271.32 using e
Cash Basis.. The CPAentries transfer money ffom Account 400_5;2
. ae paymenis. Money owihg is from paymente made by CRRWC on
the excavator. | | |
* The GPA sent a Promissory Note, dated January 1, 2007, for

' $14,678.62 for James Rooks to sign. The note states payments

are to go to “F. R. Custom Builders, Inc., at Bend, Oregon.” No
interest is being charged. There is no explanation as to why the

note is made payable to F. R. Custom Builders.

_ On December 31, 2007, additional CPA entries in Account 1100

give a balance due of $2328.62 using a Cash Basis and a balance
due of -$1264.08. The CPA sent a Promissory Note, dated

01/01/08, for $2328.62 for James Rooks to sign. The nofe states |
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_payments are to go to _“_Crooked River Ranch Water Cooperative, at
| Crooked River Ranch, Oregon.” No interest is being charged.
. All CPA entries in account 1100 seem {0 go trrrough a Customer .
Account — “Water Tower.” This is the only customer listed in the
- QuickBooks records.
. Payments'-oh the track hoe, from personai checks p‘rovi.ded by
Rooks, are not recorded m company records.

- Company QuickBooks records are confusing as they appear.to use
both the Accrual Basis and the Cash Basis of'Accounting.ih- the
records. It is very difficult to determine whet is going on in the records,

. i.e. rhe correct income and excenses. | |
Credrt card records: -
= November 28, 2005 to December 20, 2006, have restaurant

' charges of $2806.52 (an average of $233 per month). The total
: charges for this time were $21 ,222.9_3.' The ree_tauren_t charges are -
o 13 22 percent of the total. | |
_w The credit card records list charges at COCC and the COCC
'Bookstore totallng $1496.57.
- Credit Card baiance has a credit balance, overpald amount due
. Nc CRRWC, m,em_ber_accounts (customers) are hsted in QuickBooks
“records. The only customer account listed is-“Water Tower.” There isr

no explanation as to the purpose of the “Water Tower” account.
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o Rooks' pay — changes in ac‘counts‘ charged. |
. Up to November 28, 20‘07,‘R'o_0ksf wages are_'éi_i\_/ided between

Office full-time and Operations full-time.

= On November 28,' 2007 R.o'oks’ wages are allocated to Office full-
time and Operafions Qvért_irhe. | No wa_gés of Rooks are listed in
Operations full-time. |

* Records nevef audited by CPA.
.« CPAentryin 2008 tQét changes records in 2002.
» Expense Account 5000 Repair & Maiﬁtenance — Other went from
- $2300.00 to $3877.29. | |

» The entry wés made |n 2008 but has an éntry date of December 3ﬁ,

2002.
. Financial reports fo merﬁbers aré nonexistent or inédequate._

= The financial report at the June 6, 2008, Board meeting consisted
of Rooks stating “...the company is about $62,000 .in theuhole now.”
No writfeh. -report waé attached to the nﬂin&tes. |

« At the June 3, 2009, Boqrd meeting the minute’s state, '."I.'lh;re will
be no ﬁnanciél sfatement available at the meeting due tb tﬁe |

: resignatidn of-thé accounting firm.”
. At the June 6, 2009, Anﬁual meeting Brilan Dillavou questioned the
' lack of a financial statement. He was told it would arrive in |

October.
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= |t nee.ds to be'not.ed that QuickBooks can generate numerous
financial -statements, such as, P'roﬁt and Loss, Balance Sheéts, list

. of;.dhébks péid, cfiéck registers, efc. There éeems to be no
.eXplanation as to why the company personal (Jé;cduie) do not

_generate reports.

Q. YOUR INVESTIGATION REPORT DATED AUGUST 6, 2008, FOUND

THAT THERE HAD BEEN ITEMS PURCHASED BY MR. ROOKS WITH

CONMPANY FUNDS138 TIMES, TOTALING $77,058.62. DO THE
-COMPANY’S FINANCIAL STATEMENTS OR TAX RETUR’NS SHOW
THAT MR. ROOKS SPENT COMPANY MONEY ON HIMSELF?

VDuring_ th'e_ years fdr which | reviewed financial records, 2060 through August -

2009 none of the financial statements or téic returns shdwed that James Rooks

had spent Company rhoney on himself or that his pay stubs showed that he
was reimbtjrsing money fo the water company. The QuickBooks records only

showed that he was having money deducted from his paychecks to reimburse

the Company. They did not show when he spent Compény money for himself,

how much he spent, or what it was for. They still do not show that. Current

‘. QuickBooks records show money deducted from Mr. Rooks’ paychecks. They

do not show when or how much Mr. Rooks spends of Company funds for

~ himself. Mrs. Rooks testified in deposition that she keeps those records in her

" book at home.
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Q. YOUR INVESTIGATION REPORT DATED AUGUST 6 2008, FOUND

THAT THERE HAD BEEN $112 363.34 OF COMPANY MONEY PAID TO

PERSONS OR THE COMPANIES OF PERSONS SERVING AS

 DIRECTORS - DETAILED AT EXHIBIT 43 OF YOUR REPORT. DO THE

_ COMPANY “BOOKS” SHOW THAT COMPANY MONEY HAS BEEN PAID

TO THESE PERSONS OR THEIR COMPANIES?

During the years for which | reviewed ﬁhancial. rec'ords, 2000 through
August 2009 none of the f nanmal statements or tax returns showed that
money had been paid to members of the company board of directors or their

companies. The QuzckBooks records showed them as vendors.

.. DID THE COMPANY KEEP “MEMBER ACCOUNTS?” THAT IS, ANY

ACCOUNTING FOR THE MEMBER'’S INTEREST OR EQUITY IN THE

COMPANY?
No. During the‘ years for which | reviewed financial records, 2000 through

_August 2009 there were no member accounts kept. That is, there was no

'accounting for any member's interest or equity in the Company. No patrbnage

dividends or the like were ever calculated, 'dec__lared, booked of distributed. -
. DID THE COMPANY TRANSFER ANY ASSETS AFTER THE

- PURPORTED DISSOLUTION ON OR ABOUT JUNE 29, 20067

No assets were transferred in connection with the purported dissolution of the

Crooked River Ranch Water Company that occurréd on or about
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June 29, 2006 All of the assets of the Company just continued to be carried
on the books - the same books carrred by the Crooked Rrver Ranch Watet
Company, but now, apparently the books of the Crooked River Ranch Water
Cooperatrve

Q. DID THE COMPANY “CLOSE THE BOOKS” AFTER THE PURPORTED
DISSOLUTION ONOR ABOUT JUNE _29, 20067

“A. There was no “closing of the books” of the’ Crooked_ River Ranch Water

Corhparry and no opeoing of “boo'ks“ for the Crooked Rive_r Ranch Water
-Cooperatlve Instead, the “books” of the business continued, showmg the
same assets with the same basrs and showmg the same business was
continuing. | | 7

Q. DID THE FtNANCIAL STATEMENTS PREPARED FOR 2606, 2007, AND
2008 SVHOW THAT THE BUSINESS ENDED OR WRAPPED UP
FOLLOW!,N‘G THE PURPORTED'DISSOLUTION ON OR ABOUT :
JUNE 29, 20067 | |

A The financial statements prepared for 2006, 2007, and 2008 showed the same

~ business contmurng
| Q. WERE THE COMPANY BANK ACCOUNTS CLOSED FOLLOWING THE
| PURPORTED DISSOLUTION ON OR ABOUT JUNE 29,‘ 20067
A.. The bank accounts of the Crooked -River_Ran'oh Water Company We_re not

closed. No funds were transferred to new accounts.
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Q. DID THE COMPANY’S TAX RETURNS RtEFl;ECT THAT THERE HAD
BEEN A DISSOLUTION OF THE COMPANY OR A WRAPPING UP OF
THE COMPANY B;USINESS OR A STARTING OF A NEW BUSINESS?

A. No. Ttt‘e Company’s federal tax returns, IRS form 990’s, were filed on a

- calendar year basis since 2001. The same federal taxpayet.identiﬁcation
number, 93-0766082, the taxpayer identification number of the Crooked River
Ranch Water Company, was oeed for each year, 2001 thro_ugh_2008.

There were no federal tax returns, IRS form 990, olosing ottt the Crooked

- River Ranch Water Company business at the end of June, 2606, the time of
the purported dtssolutlon Nor were there any federal tax retum IRS form 990,
‘ | starting up a new: busmess the Cooperatave Wl‘th a new federal taxpayer
|dentif|ca_t:on,_‘number. .

- There was but a single tax return for"2006. 't'hat tax return refleoted the entire:
year's business, just Iike the financial statements did. That tax return said the
taxpayer was the Crooked River Ranch Water Company and the taxpayer a

| 1dent|ﬁcat|on number used was as 93—0766082 (the number identifying the T

| Crooked River Ranch Water Company).

The 2007 federal tax refurn, IRS form 990 was filed changing the name of the :
taxpayer to the Crooked River Ranch Water Cooperative but usihg the fedeirat.
taxpayer identification nomber, 93-0766082, that identified tl'te Crooked River
Ranch Water Company. The 2008 federal tax returns, IRS form 990 was done_‘

the same way as the 2007 return. The 2006, 2007, and 2008 federal tax
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returns were each for a whole year and based on continuing the financial

records of the Crooked River Ranoh Water Company as described above.

Q. HOW_ MUCH MONEY HAS BEEN PAID TO OR FOR THE BENEFIT OF

MR. ROOKS AND HIS FAMILY BETWEEN JAN 1, 2001 AND AUGUST 26,

20097

A. As detailed in my Investi'gation Report dated August 6, 2008, at page 20, the

Company paid $837 594.47”’(.0 or for the beneﬁt of Mr. Rooks and family

members. Since then from January1 2006 to August 26, 2009 the Company

paid $639 018 35.

Total to Rooks and famlly members for wages and benef ts for 01/01/2006 to 08/26/09

Wages -
James Rooks 333,014.20
Jacguie Rooks .162,786.15
Michelle Comstock - 43,704.73
Ray Comstock -
Benefits .
Employer SST 32,904.87
- Employer Medicare 7,822.81
Fed Unemployment 586.03
OR Unemployment 6,199.56
CRRWC Payments to Rooks Enferpris’e- '
Rooks Enterprise 50,000.00
Ray &/or Michelle-Comstock 2,000.00
.TOTAL 639,018.35
Total 01/01/01 to 12/2005 837,694.47
Total 2001 to 2009 -1,476,612.82

(Average $7568.50 per month for 44 months)
{Average $90,739.56 per year for 3.67 years)
(Average $3699.69 per month for 44 months)
(Average $44,355.90 per year for 3.67 years)
(Average $993.29 per monith for 44 months)

(Average $11,808.65 per year for 3 67 years)
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As can be seen from the above table, the total the- Compény péid to or for the
- henefit of Mr. Rooks and family members, from January 1, 2001 to
* August 26, 2009, is $1,476,612.82.
Q. DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR- TESTIMONY'?

A. Yes.
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WAYNE A. TRUCKE
Special Agent

Specializing in Financial Investigations :
Oregon Department of Justice

Salem, Oregon

BS Degree in Mathematics
From University of Oregon
US Armmy:

- Officer in Infantry and pilot training,

one year, Helicopter Pilot and Aircraft Commander in
Vietnam, one year. Company Commander for Advanced
Training Company at Fort Lewis, six months. Assistant Trxai
Counsel for JAG at Fort Lewis, six moriths. '
MS Degree in Mathematics

From University of Oregon

Middle and High School Teacher

Taught Mathematics, Accounting,

Bookkeeping, Photography and other courses. Coached
Soccer. Advisor for Yearbook.,

Bookkeeper/Accountant for anate School. Worked on
budgets for school. .

Was teaching mathematics and aocounhng part-tlme

Hired by the Oregon Department of Justice as a

- Criminal/Financial Investigator (Now changed to Special

Agent.)

Basic Drug Investigator's Class

Two week course

Basic Law Enforcement Class
Seven week course

Advanced Drug Investigations Class
One week course

Asset Forfeiture Conference

. Three day conference

Advanced Gambling Enforcement
One week class in Washington State
Introduction to White Collar Crime

- Four day class by FBI :
Fraud and FinanciatInvestigations .- - o sosmmn s movmaoa e

Two week course at the
Federal Law Enforcement Training Center
Glynco, Georgia '

" IRS Special Agent Investigative

Techniques Course

TESTIMONY OF TRUCKE EXHIBIT 1
Page 1 of 2




May 19, 1987

December 1988

February 1993

July 1995
August 1695

August 1997

._ September 1997
February 1998
October 2000

October 25-29, 2004

Seven week course at the

Federal Law Enforcement Training Center
Glynco, Georgia

Received Intermediate and Advanccd Certificates in the
Police Ficld

DOS Seizer/DOS Processing Certification
Two week course presented by
International Association of Computer
Investigative Specialists (IACIS)

Received DOS Processing Certification from IACIS.
Computer Forensics Class by IACIS

85 hours,

Tracing Illegal Proceeds

Three day class '
Evidence and Property Management -

Two day class

Advanced Investigator's School

Three day class

Background Investigations Class

Two day class.

ILook Computer Training. One week class.

In addition to the above training courses, I have atiended numerous one and two day
conferences and/or classes dealing with financial crimes and crime in general and how to
investigate those crimes. I have received training in firearms and continue to qualify with
department firearms. 1 have attended numerous OC Conferences on a variety of topics.

Since my employment at DOJ I have conducted and aided in the investigation of numerous
financial cases and cases where finances played a major role in the case. Ihave also assisted with
numerous search warrants and in seizing evidence from these warrants.

TESTIMONY OF TRUCKE EXHIBIT 1
Page 2 of 2
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ORIMINAL SUSTICE DIVGioRT MUy Commason of fsg
INVESTIGATION REPORT - |
MATTERFILENO:  COCO0L0-05
DATE OF REPORT:  August 6, 2008 )
SPECIAL AGENT: Wayne A. Trucke |

~ ATTORNEY: Peter L. Denel

Jefferson County District Attbméy

I BASIS FOR INVESTIGATION

On February 16, 2005, Jefferson County District Attorney, Peter L. DEUEL, requested a
financial investigation of potentially fraudulent practices by the Crooked River Ranch Water
Company (CRRWC) and the General Manager, James H. ROOKS. Specifically, District Attorney
DEUEL requested that the investigation focus on allegations that the water company’s tax and
business filings underreported actual collections for 2003 and 2004 and that the wnreported funds

were being diverted by ROOKS for personal use. It was alleged that these water company practices
" might also invelve fam11y members of ROOKS who were also employed by the water company

1L BACKGROUND OF SUBJECT

Name: =~ ROOKS, James H,
Address: 14360 S.W. Cornmercial Loop
' Crooked River Ranch, OR 97760

DOB:
: ODL:
Work Phone: (541} 923-1041

- FAX: - (541)923-5936
Cell Phone: ~ (541) 350-1683

Spouse: . ROOKS, Jacquelyn (Jacquie) R.
Address: 14360 S.W. Commercial Loop

' Crooked River Ranch, OR 97760
DOB: ' '
ODL:

Work phone: (541) 923-1041

THES DOCUMENT {S THE PROPERTY OF THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE AND SHALL NOT BE DISTRIBUTED TO OTHER
PERSONS OR AGENCIES VITHOUT THE EXPRESS CONSENT OF THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FUSTICE.

. TESTIMONY OF
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. Daughter  COMSTOCK, Michelle R.
Address: 14045 S.W. Commercial Loop
) Croked River Ranch, OR 97760

DOB:
Phone: {541} 923-1974

-Son-in-law:  COMSTOCK, Richard R.
.Address: 14045 S.W. Commercial Loop
- Crooked River Ranch, OR 97760

DOB:
ODL:

Phone: (541) 923-1974

or. | SCOPE OF INVESTIGATION AND ALLEGATIONS

Beginning in February 2005, I conducted an vestigation to determine if snfficient evidence
existed to support criminal allegations against ROOKS. The initial and primary focus of this
mvestigation dealt with alleged irregnlarities in the billing and collection practices of the water -
company for 2003 and 2004 as it was suggested by William HOBBS, a CRRWC member, that actual
income was greater than mdicated in the records of the water company. It was suspected that the .
unreported income was being diverted by ROOKS for personal use. .Additional allegations became

known during the course of the investigation.
The allegétions addressed in the investigation and this report are:

' Allegation I: It is alleged by William HOBBS, a CRRWC member, that irregularities exist in

the billing and collection practices of the CRRWC, suggesting income from metered water sales

. during 2003 and 2004 were unreported. on the Form 990 compaiy tax returns,

Allegation II: 1t is alleged by HOBBS and Rod WHITTEN, CRRWC mermbers, that
unreported money was being diverted by ROOKS for personat use and/or for his companies,
JMR Repair Service and Rooks Enterprise, LLC, and Michelle COMSTOCK s (ROOKS®
‘daughter) company, We Can Do Services. _ _

Allegation III: 1t is alleged by HOBBS, WHITTEN, and Craig SOULE, CRRWC members,
that money from a water company assessment fee of $8.00 per month per water meter, which
started on July 1, 2004, may be underreported in water company financiat statements. It is also
alleged that this money was used by ROOKS and the Board for unauthorized purchases.

. Allegation IV: It is alleged by HOBBS, WHITTEN; and SOULE that-water company
equipment is being used on private property for personal use and gain by Board members and

* THIS DOCUMENT IS THE PROPERTY OF THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE AND SHALL NOT BE DISTRIBUTED TO OTHER

PERSONS OR AGENCIES WITHOUT THE EXPRESS CONSENT OF THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF IUSTICE.

______
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water company employees. It is also alleged that the water company was not reimbursed for the
use of the equipment.

Allegation V: Tt is alleged by HOBBS, WHITTEN, and SOULE that ROOKS purchased
equipment for personal use with “loans” from water company funds, without a loan contract or
interest charges paid to the CRRWC. It is also suspected that ROOKS then leased the equipment
back to the water company, allowing him to personally profit from the equipment purchase.

During the course of the investigation, the follomng people wers contacted by emznl telephone,

or in persort:

1. ADK]NS Jim, Captain, J efferson County Undershenff Jefferson County -

Sheriff’s Office -

BAILEY, Richard C., CPA, I—Iamgan Price Fronk & Co LLP

BOYLE, Philip, Manager, Consumer Services, Public Utility Commission (PUC)

BURNETT, Gary, Oregon Water Resources Department, Pendleton, OR

COMBS, John M., CRRWC Board member

COMSTOCK, Mmhellc R., Meter Reader/Secretary for the CRRWC

DOUGHERTY, Michael, Program Manager, PUC

ELLIOTT, Brian A., CRRWC Board member

GASSNER, Timothy R., Attorney for the CRRWC, the Board, and ROOKS

10. GLENN, David, Attorney for the CRRWC, the Board, and ROOKS

11. GRUNDEMAN, Tim, Regional Investigator, Construction Contractors Board

12. HARVEY, M. Kirk, Chief Investigator, Charitable Activities Section, Oregon
DOy -

13. HOBBS, William (Bill}, CRRWC member

WE N R W

. 14, JOHNSON, Dora, Sage Insurance Company

15. JONES, Jack, Sheriff, Jefferson County Sheriff’s Office

16. JONES, Jason, Assistant Attorney General, Oregon Department of Justice

17. KEEN, Richard A., CRRWC Board member

18. KENDELLEN, Jamie M., CPA, Harrigan Price Fronk & Co.,LLP

19. MATHISON, Erie, Legal Department CNH Capital Amenca

20. MATTIMORE, Kathryn J., Program Coordinator, DHS Drinking Water Program

© .21, McHANEY, Michael, Public Works Director, Jefferson County

22. MILLER, Kathy, Senior Utility Analyst, Water Program, PUC
23. MILLER, Richard J., CRRWC Board member S
24. MILLS, Steve, Cascade Machinery Company

25. MOE, Gene, Board member CRR Homeowners Association

26. NICHOLS, Charies, CRR Water Watchdogs

27. OAKLEY, Barbara, Administrative Assistant for the CRRWC
28, ORTIZ, Heather, Law Department, CNH America LLC

29. PETERSON, Charles (Chuck) W., CRRWC past Board member
30. PRICE, Wes, CPA, Harrigan Price Fronk & Co., LLP

31. ROOKS, James H., General Manager for the CRRWC

THIS DOCUMENT 18 THE PROPERTY OF THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE AND SHALL NOT BE DISTRIBUTED TO OTHER
PERSONS OR AGENCIES WITHOUT THE EXPRESS CONSENT OF THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE.

I

i




AT

EY A T SO,

R ST

COC0010-05
Investigative Report
Aupust §, 2008
Page 4 of 16

32. ROOKS, Jacquelyn R., Office Manager for the CRRWC
33. SCOTT, Randolph (Randy) M., CRRWC Board member
34. SOULE, Craig, CRRWC member

35. SUTTON, Wayne F., CRRWC Board member

36. WHITTEN, Rodney (Rod), CRRWC member

During the investigation the following documents and records were obtained and examined.
These records were nused by me to complete spreadsheets, which are referred to in this report and are

attached.

In addition, some of the documents received are referred to in this report and are attached

at the and of this report.

1.

2.
3.

8.
9.

0.
11.

12.
13.

14,

15.

i6.

Articles of Incorporatxon for the Crooked River Ranch Water Company {CRRWC).
Obtained from the Corporations Division and James ROOKS.

Bylaws for the CRRWC from James ROOKS. _

Resolutions approved by the CRRWC Board from Jamies and J acquie ROOKS.

PUC Order No. 01-832-Formal Investigation Opened September 27, 2001 to determine’
whether CRRWC is subject to PUC jurisdiction. And PUC Order No. 03-116 No
Jurisdiction Asserted; Docket Closed February 13, 2003 from WHITTEN and the PUC.
CRRWC’s Form 990s for 1999 to 2005. Copies received from Jacqme ROOKS, HOBBS,
and the accounting firm Harrigan Price Fronk & Co., LLP,

CRRWC Financial Statements and Supplementary Information prepared by and obtained

from the accounting firm Harrigan Price Fronk & Co., LLP and from HOBRS."

Copy of records, received from District Attorney DEUEL which includes.a four-page
worksheet prepared by HOBBS.

QuickBooks backup of CRRWC records up to October 14, 2005 from J acquze ROOKS.
QuickBooks backup of CRRWC records up to January 25, 2006 from J. acqule ROOKS.
QuickBooks backup of CRRWC records up to October 17, 2007 from I acquie ROOKS,
CRRWC 20 Year Project Report and Explanation of Expendltures and Assessment Funds
from James ROOKS and SOULE.

CRRWC Policies Handbook from James ROOKS,

CRRWC bank records-from the CRRWC and the following banks: Washmgton Mutual
Bank, Community First Bank, and Columbia River Bank.

James and Jacquelyn ROOKS® bank records and Rooks Enterprise/JTMR Repair bank
records from US Bank and Washington Mutual Bank,

Records on track hoe purchase and payments obtsined from Cascade Machinery
Company, CNH Capital America, and Jacquie ROOKS. '

CRRWC Safeco insurance records in reference to the track hoe from Sage Insurance
Company. '
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IV. SYNOPSIS OF INVESTIGATION

In February 2005, at the request of the Jefferson County District Attomey Peter L. DEUEL, I
began the investigation to determine if sufficient evidence existed to support criminal charges
against ROOKS. During thisinvestigation I received numerous records, which I reviewed and
summarized. Imade numerous contacts. To understand the records and the operations of the
CRRWC I gathered the following background information in reference to the operation of the
CRRWC, its Board, and the General Manager ROOKS. This background information is included to
provide a context for the workings of the CRRWC and this investigation into the allegations outlined
above. :

CRRWC: Employees and Professional Service Providers

James ROOKS was hired on November 2, 1998 as Operations Manager by Constance

ALBRECHT, General Manager, and the CRRWC Board. "ROOKS took over as General Manager in

February 1999. During the time period relevant to this investigation, in addition to employing

ROOKS, CRRWC einployed or contracted with the following:

* Adam VALDEZ-CHAVEZ, hired on September 24, 2004, as a laborer to assist the
General Manager with installing meters, construction and mstallatlon of water lines,
and maintenance of water lines and equipment;

» Barbara QOAKLEY, a former CRRWC Board member, hired on July 15,2002, as an

- office assistant;

¢ Jacquelyn R. ROOKS, James ROOKS’ spouse hired on July 23,1999, as the Office
Manager and Bookkeeper;

+ Keith BEDELL, hired on September 11, 1998, as the Drinking Water Pro gcam

- Certified Operator, Distribution Level 3;

¢ Michelle R. COMSTOCK, ROOKS’ daughter, hired on November 3, 2004, as office
assistant and meter reader;

s Ray COMSTOCK, ROOKS’ son—in—law, hired on August 30, 2001, as a laborer;

» Susan COMBS, daughter of Board member John COMBS, hired in 2000, as a part-
time employee, working for Michelle when Michelle is off.

» A Bend CPA Firm, Harrigan Price Fronk & Co., has prepared the CRRWC’s year end
financial statements, prepared the CRRWC’s quarterly payroll tax forms, and the
CRRWC’s yearly tax forms (Form 990} since at lsast 2000.

s Attorneys at Law, Glenn, Sites & Reeder, have been the CRRWC corporation
attorneys since at least 1991,

ROQKS also owned and operated JMR Repair Service (An ABN zctive from January 6,
1999 to January 18, 2007) and Rooks Enterprise, LLC (A Domestic Limited Liability Company
active from March 1, 2005 to present). ROOKS is, and was, the only employee of his companies.
ROQKS stated in an email on December 14, 2007, that he does not work for anyone besides the
CRRWC with any of his personal or company equipment. He has no other income other than from
the CRRWC. He also stated, “All tools and equipment etc. are nsed exclusively to maintain water
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company equipment and facilities.” (Attachment 39) His daughter, Michelle COMSTOCK, and
son-in-law, Ray COMSTOQCK, owned and operated We Can Do Services (An ABN active from

- February 4, 2002 to April 8, 2005). It is unknown if We Can Do Services cmployed anyone besides

Michelle and Ray COMSTOCK.

According to ROOKS, HOBBS, WHITTEN, SOULE, and CRRWC records, these
companies were doing work for the water company and were paid by the water company. During
mterviews on October 11, 2005 and December 14, 2006 ROOKS said no written contracts sxist
between the water company and these companies. ROOKS stated that the contracts between the

- CRRWC, JMR Repair Service, Rooks Enterprise, and We Can Do Services are verbal agreements

with the CRRWC Board. According to ROOKS, his companies maintained the water company’s
equipment and received $500 per week for this service. ROOKS added that his company, Rooks
Entetprise, only works for the water company. We Can Do Services provided office assistance, read
water meters, and instatled water meters. In addition, We Can Do Services worked direttly for

 customers, perfonning—servic_es such as installing double-check valves.

CRRWC: Formation and Organization

According to corporation records received from the Corporations Division (Attachment 1)
the CRRWC is a mutual benefit nonprofit corporation incorporated on April 27, 1977 for the
purpose of providing water to properties on the Crooked River Ranch and for.obtaining a tax
exemption. The CRRWC maintains the company’s water lines, the water meters at each residence
on the system, the wells and cistern owned by the company, and the company equipment. It also
bills customers and receives payments. The water company adds new main lines for customers on
streets not on the system if the customers agree to cover the cost of the line. According to ROOKS
and CRRWC members, the water company is not responsible for the customer’s line from the water
meter to the residence. o '

The company was originally run by a Board of three directors (Attachment 1), but is

- currently run by a Board of five directors, who serve for five years in staggered terms (bylaws,

Attachment 2 & 3). The Board members are to be elected by a vote of the corporation members. A
list of known Board members and the years of their service is attached (Attachment 37). Asthe
Gengeral Manager, according to the 2004 bylaws {Attachment 2), ROOKS could not be a Board
member (Bylaw 6.10). However, according to HOBBS, WHITTEN, and SOULE, he appeared to
fanction as one. In 2006 the bylaws were changed to allow ROOKS to become a member of the
Board and retain his position as the General Manager. The officers of the Corporation Board are a
President, a Vice-President, and a Secretary/Treasurer.

Bylaws for the time the corporation was formed were not obtained, so it is not known what

 the requirements were at that time to become a member of the CRRWC. The carliest bylaws

obtained are the 1991 bylaws {Attachment 3) and state any users of the CRRWC water system in
good standing is a member of the corporation. This changed on September 24, 2004 with the
adoption of the 2004 Bylaws (Attachment 2). Pursuant to the 2004 Bylaws, any property owner
within Crooked River Ranch served by the CRRWC is eligible for membership, but they must
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submit an application to the General Manager and the Board. If the General Manager arid the Board
approve the application, the applicant becomes 2 member of the corporation. None of the Board
members recalled seeing an application to become a member of the water company. They also did
not know of anyone being refiised membership in the corporation. In an interview on October 11,
2005, ROOKS said he could not recall any situations where an application would or has gone before
the Board.

' CRRWC: Operation as Nonprofit Mutual Benefit Corporation

Nonprofit mutual benefit corporations are required to make their records, books, and annual
financial reports available for members’ inspection and copying during normal business hours, The
members supportt the nonprofit corporation financially and therefore have 2 statutory right under
their niem'ber'ship agreemerit to-access the corporation records. In most cases members were not
allowed to view the books or to make copiés. When records were requested by HOBBS,

WHITTEN, and SOULE, they were told by ROOKS that they did not have a right to the records. He
told them he could answer any questions about the records. Accordmg to HOBBS, prior to ROOKS
becoming General Manager, monthly financial reports were given to the Board and were available
for members. Since ROOKS took over as General Manager, members only receive the year-end
report prepared by the CPA with records provided to the CPA by ROOKS’ wife, J acqme '

According to the CRRWC bylaws the water company Board 15 reqmred to hold an annual
meeting for all members. They were also required to hold monthly Board meetings. This was
changed, on June 1, 2000, to quarterly meetings. Inreference to the Board meetings and the annual

meeting, SOULE, HOBBS and WHITTEN stated they did not always recsive notice of the meetings.-
‘When they were able to find out about the annual meetings, they sometimes were not allowed to

attend as the meetings were held at the water company in a room with a maximum capacity of 25
people. HOBBS stated the room was always full, prior to the meeting time, by supporters of the
General Manager and the Board and they could not get in the room. HOBBS added that some of the
people at these meetings were not members of the water company. On some occasions the door
would be locked or the members were told the meeting was not open to the public. According to
HOBBS, a reporter was denied access to one of these meetings.

CRRWC: Board Membership

According to the CRRWC bylaws, the current board members, and ROOXS, to apply for a
Board position, a person must be a member of the CRRWC, must fill out an application and then
submit it to the General Manager. If the General Manager determines the application is filled out
correctly and the person is qualified, he approves the application and presents it to the Board, Ifthe
Board agrees that the applicant is qualified, the person would then be interviewed by the Board.
Afier the interview, if the person were still qualified, his name would be placed on the ballot, which
would be voted on by a mail-in ballot before the annual meeting. ROOKS stated only those listed on
the ballot were considered as candidates, no write in candidates were allowed. On October 11, 2005,
ROOKS said that he believed the ballots were counted by OAKLEY as she took the Board minutes.
The results are reported at the annual meeting. Board member, John COMBS, stated that he has
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never seen an application for the Board and did not fill one out. He was appointed to the Board and
was never clected. : '

It should be noted that the above procedure was in the bylaws and approved by the Board on

May 2, 2001 (Attachment 3). The Board approved a resolution on December 19, 2003, which
restated this same application procedure {Attachment 4). This resolution made the application
procedure known to HOBBS, WHITTEN, and SOULE, who did not know of it previously. They
became aware of it when they asked what was required to be a Board member. These members were
concerned that the Board and General Manager were trying to maintain control of the Board and

. would only-allow those people who agreed with them on the Board. They further believed all Board

members were hand picked by ROOKS so he could maintain control over the Board. This procedure
caused these members of the CRRWC to begin asking more questions and observing more closely
the workings of the CRRWC Board and its employees.

From 1999 to 2006 (eight years) there have only been twelve Board members, from 2000 to

2006 there have been nine, and from 2002 to 2006 there have been seven (Attachment 37). Chuck
PETERSON left the Board in December 1999, Barbara OAKLEY left the Board in 2001 and was
hired by ROOKS in 2002, Wayne SUTTON was on the Board from 1999 to December 2005 when
he was removed, Paul DINSMOOR was on the Board from 1999 until September 7, 2005 (when he
lost his life in an accident), Bill PEMBERTON left the Board in 2000, Rick KEEN has been cn the
Board from 2000 to the present, John COMBS from 2000 to 2007, Randolph SCOTT from 2001 to
the present, Brian ELLIOTT from September 2005 to the present, and Richard MILLER from June
29, 2006 to the present. ‘ o

On f)ecember 8, 2005, Board members removed SUTTON from the Board, shortly after

SUTTON questioned ROOKS regarding some of his practices. According to SUTTON, in

September 2005, he told ROOKS that he was not comfortable with ROOKS’ family working for the
company. He also questioned ROOKS about the purchase of a four-wheeler by ROOKS for his
daughter’s use in reading water meters. i} :

Two of the Board members arc away from the ranch for a least half the year. ELLIOTT said
he is in California for six months or longer and SCOTT said he travels to Alaska for work every two
or three weeks, being gone for two or three weeks at a time, if not longer. Two of the Board
members, KEEN and SCOTT, sold their property on the ranch (Attachment 44). Board members
COMBS, ELLIOTT, SCOTT, KEEN and SUTTON stated that proposals and/or resolutions were
discussed over the phone, ot in person at an individual meeting with ROOKS.

CRRWC: Board Activities

The 2004 CRRWC Bylaws, Section 4.7 (a), state that “The Board shall have general
supervision and controf over and shall manage and conduct the affairs and business of the
Corporation, and shall make all necessary rules and regulations, not inconsistent with law or with the
Bylaws or Articles of Incorporation, for the management of the Corporation and the guidance of the
officers, employees and agents of the Corporation”. (Similar statements can be found in prior
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bylaws.} Also, the Board needs to keep a record of “... all of its acts and proceedings. The Board
shall present a report at each anmual meeting of the members of the Corporation showing in
reasonable detail the condition of the Corporation’s affairs” (Bylaw 4.7 (c)). A financial statement
was presented and available to members at the annual Board meeting and could be obtained at the
water company office. All Board members interviewed and ROOKS stated that Board meetings did
not occur very often, as it was difficult to got Board members together because of work schedules
and some Board members being out of town. According to ROOKS and Board members, records of
Board meetings were very sparse as most decisions were made through individual contact, either in
person or on the phone, between ROOKS and Board members.

“The Board may in ifs discretion employ a General Manager, under contract, who shall hold
office subject to such terms and conditions as may be fixed by the Board” (Bylaw 4.7 (b)). The
Board hired a General Manager, wheo is currently ROOKS, to run the everyday operations of the
water company. ROOKS has a contract with the Board, dated May 1, 2004, and signed by Paul
DINSMOOR, President of the Board of Directors on that date. (Note: DINSMOOR lost his life in
an accident on September 7, 2005.) No other Board members signed the contract. Board members
COMBS, ELLIOTT, SCOTT, KEEN and SUTTON belicved there was a contract but could not
remember seeing it nor could they produce one. The contract is for a period of ten (10) years and
may be renewed at the end of each year with an annual review. None of the Board members
mentioned anything about conducting an annual review of ROOKS contract, but all stated they were
satisfied with his work and that they believed he was doing a great job for the water company.

SUTTON said he was concerned about how much ROOKS and his wife were being paid so
he asked to see a copy of ROOKS’ contract. ROOKS first told SUTTON he did not have a contract
- but later told him he could not find it. ROOKS told SUTTON it was an ongoing contract. SUTTON
never saw a copy of ROOKS contract. COMBS believed ROOKS was being paid a salary of about
$50,000 per year plus overtime pay. KEEN and SCOTT have never seen a acopy of ROOKS’
contract, nor d1d they know what he was paid.

All Board members readlly admit that they do very little oversight into the operations of the
‘company, the finances of the company, or the overalt operation of the water company, leaving this to
ROOKS, his wife, Jacquie, and to the CPA: firm. All the Board members interviewed indicated that
they did not monitor the finances other than to receive a copy of the yearly financial report prepared
by the accounting firm. The accounting firm relied on records provided by Jacquie ROOKS to do
the year-end financial statements and the company’s tax retuwm. Board members did notdo a
thorough review of the year-end statements or the Form 990s sent to the IRS. They did not know
how much mongey was coming in or going out. They knew that the bills were being paid and that
they had money in the bank. SUTTON, as the Secretary/Treasurer, said he reviewed the biils prior
fo signing the checks but did not monitor the income or the funds in the bank accounts. SUTTON
also signed the Form 990, but said he did not do a detailed review of it.

In reference to resolutions or policies passed by the Board, ROOKS and all Board members
interviewed stated resolntions and policy changes were presented to the Board by ROOKS, at a
regularly scheduled Board meeting, or, if a meeting could not be scheduled, in a person-to-person
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situation, or over the phone. A list of some of the policies (nine) presented to the Board, with dates
on the policies ranging from August 23, 2004 to May 5, 2005 are attached (Attachment 17). These
policies were signed by three Board members. DINSMOOR signed eight of them on June 24, 2005,
SUTTON signed eight of them on May 20, 2005, and COMBS signed eight of them on May 19,
2005. The ninth one was not signed. Board minutes approving these policies were not with the
policies when they were received on October 11, 2005 from James ROOKS. (This investigation
began in February 2005. The scheduling of the interviews of Board members and ROOKS, through
the corporation attorney David GLENN, was in the process of being set up beginning in May 2005.)

CRRWC: RBenefits to Board Members'

ROOKS, as General Manager, received monthly financial benefits in that his company,
Rooks Enterprise, provided contraét maintenance services to the water company. (It is not known if .

- this-was put out for bids.) ROOKS states this contract with the water company is a verbal agreement

between him and the Board.

One of the benefits Board members and employees received was the use of company
equipment. Use of company equipment by employees and Board members was approved on August
11, 1999 (Attachment 31). Board members also benefited from the ability to personally purchase

* equipment and supplies through the water company. HOBBS and WHITTEN believed this was a

violation of nonprofit laws and was a conflict of interest in that the Board members and the General
Manager were receiving benefits not available to the general menibership of the company.

When interviewed on September 22, 2006 COMBS said he purchased pipe, in April 2005,
from the United Pipe Supply Company through the water company when he had a septic system
installed on property his daughter owned. He said he paid the water company for the purchase of the
pipe and use of company equipment. It-is unknown if any Board members besides COMBS
purchased supplies through the water company.

COMBS said ROOKS took vacation time to work on his daughter’s property, as did one
employee of the water company. ROQKS, when interviewed on March 29, 2006, said he used
vacation time, as did the other water company employee (Dan), to work on COMBS’ property and
COMBS paid for the use of the water company equipment and purchase of the pipe. According to
SOULE, on April 7, 2005, ROOKS and an unidentified individual were using the following water
company equipment on COMBS’ property: a dump truck, two backhoes, one with the rock hammer
attached and one with a bucket attached, and two pickups.

_ ‘SOULE, HOBBS, and WHITTEN, stated that during 2003 to 2005 they observed ROOKS
use a water comparny backhoe on COMBS property, on DINSMOOR’s property, and on OAKLRY’s
property. SCOTT, when interviewed on September 21, 2006, said he used a water company
backhoe on his property, he believes in 2003. He said he paid for the gas he used. SUTTON, when

' A director or officer should not personally benefit from their position as an officer or director
(Bylaws 7-3 Conflicts of Interest, Attachment 2).
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interviewed on March 29, 2006, said ROOKS used a backhoe on his property and gave him a load of
gravel for his driveway from water company supplies. He said he did not pay for the gravel or the
use of the backhoe. He could not recall when this took place. .

ROOKS, COMSTOCK, KEEN, SCOTT, and SUTTON benefited in that they owned
compames and were coniracted with to provide services to the CRRWC. It is not known if these

services were put out for bid prior to confracts being awarded or if there are written contracts. For

2000 to 2005 ROOKS (Rooks Enterprise) received $59,600; We Can Do Services (Michelle
COMSTOCK ’s company) received $25,323.76; SUTTON (Wayne’s Body Shop) recstved

-$21,871.60; SUTTON’s son Greg received $2,600; KEEN (Star Excavation & Trucking) received

$74,577.64; and SCOTT (Scot_t Enterprises) receivéd $13,314.81 (Attachrpent 43).

SOULE, HOBRS, and WHITTEN’s reports of water company equipment being used on
private property (DINSMOOR, COMBS, OAKLEY and ROOKS properties) led to an allegation of
mistse of company equipment.

The 2004 bylaws (Attachment 2) state “Any person serving or acting as a Board member
shall not retain, or apply for any regular full-time paid position through this corporation while a
Director or for a period of sixty months afier that person’s term has expired.” These guidelines were
also approved by the water Board on Janvary 1, 2000 when Barbara OAKLEY was a Board mentber
(Attachment 7). OAKLEY was a Board member up to June 2001 and was hired by the CRRWC on
July 15, 2002, well short of the sixty months.

CRRWC Member Concerns

Because of the lack of involvement and oversight by the Board in the overall operations of
the compary, especially the financial aspects of the operations, SOULE, HOBBS, and WHITTEN
perceived the company as operating in secret. According to SOULE, HOBBS, and WHITTEN they
were able to obtain a copy of the yearly financial reports and the corporation tax filings, but hitle
else. They believed the Board allowed ROOKS as the General Manager {o run the company as he
saw fit.- All the Board members stated that ROOKS did run the company, but were not concerned

- that he would do anything to hurt the company. When contacted on March 29, 2006, SUTTON

called the Board a “puppet Board” and stated they “mbber stamped” anythmg ROOKS presented to
them.

. Other concerns by SOULE, HOBBS, and WHITTEN, in reference to company records and
finances, were that ROOKS’ spouse, Jacquie, was the bookkeeper and handled all records involving
income and expenses and ROOKS’® daughter, Michells, was an office employee and had aecess to
the company records.-They were concerned that income could be falsely reporied and that it would
be easy for James and Jacquie ROQKS to hide or take money from the water company.

One major action by the Board that caused concern by SOULE, HOBBS, and WHITTEN

was allowing Board members KEEN and SCOTT to remain on the Board after they sold their °

property on the ranch. According to Bylaw 2.3 {a) “Membership in the Corporation shall terminate
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automatically upon ... sale of the premises served to another person or entity.” The Board adopted a
resolution dated December 29, 2005 to allow Board members to remain on the Board even though

' they were no longer a member of the water company (Aftachment 16). HOBBS, WHITTEN, and

SOULE believed this action was an effort to cover up on going thefts and actions by the Board and
General Manager. This resolution was passed approximately two months after the General Manager
and Board members were interviewed (October 11, 2005) in reference to this investigation and were
asked about requirements for being a Board member. This resolufion was passed approximately
three years after SCOTT sold his property and approximately six months after KEEN sold his
property. Both of these Board members signed this resolution although SCOTT stated that he did -
not believe it was right and they should have been removed from the Board when their property sold.
COMBS signed this resolution on December 29, 2005. There is no date by KEEN’s or SCOTT’s

signature so it is not known when they signed it. On November 2, 2005, Jares and Jacquie ROOKS

signed over an interest in one of their propertics on the Crooked River Ranch, at no cost, {6 KEEN . :
and SCOTT. It is not known if this property is hooked up to the CRRWC water system.

HOBBS said that because of his limited access to company records, he had to speculate about
the water company income. In reviewing the corporation’s tax Form 990 for 1999 through 2004

" HOBBS noticed that the listed number of water company members remained at 1203 for the six
-years (Attachment 8 to 15). This was the main item that led HOBBS to attempt to calculate actual .

income for 2003 and 2004 and led to an allegation of missing funds. In addition, HOBBS noticed
that inventories listed on the CRRWC’s yearly financial statements were listed at $41,201 for five
years. The total savings (bank accounts) listed on the CRRWC’s yearly financial statements
decreased over the years even though the income appeared to increase. Total salaries listed on the
CRRWC’s yearly financial statements went from $146 471 in 1999 to $174,512in 2003 and
$147,492 in 2004. These salaries did not include contract employess or laborers.

Public Utiiities: Commission Action

The Public Utilities Commission (PUC) opened an investigation on September 11,2001, by
Order No. 01-832 (Attachment 5), to determine if the CRRWC was subject to their jurisdiction
based on allegations of the CRRWC selling water to non-members. On August 3, 2002, the PUC
held a public comment hearing at the Crooked River Ranch to obtain public input. Oun February 13,
2003, Order Number 03-116 (Attachment 6) was entered by the PUC that they had no jurisdiction
and the case was closed. In their written findings, they state, “We acknowledge the numerous -
complaints that raise important questions about the conduct of CRRWC’s General Manager. We
cannot, however, assert jurisdiction simply to provide these complaining parties with a forum. ....
there is no svidence of a widespread pattern of behavior to support a finding that CRRWC is not
acting as a members-only water company.” They concluded that CRRWC is a private, nonprofit
corporation that provides water to its members on the Crooked River Ranch and not to the general
public. :

" On February 23, 2006, the PUC received petitions from members of the CRRWC requesting
the PUC regulate the CRRWC. PUC investigated the petitions and found that over 20% of the
members signed the petitions. Based on this 20%, under ORS 757.063, the PUC can regulate the
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company, and on Apnl 18, 2006, the PUC asserted jurisdiction over the CRRWC. During the
second investigation by the PUC, the Crooked River Ranch Water Company Board of Directors and
ROOKS filed Articles of Dissolution for the water company (July 5, 2006). On the same day, they
also filed Articles of Incorporation for the Crooked River Ranch Water Cooperative. HOBBS and

SOULE believed this was an effort by the Board and ROOKS to circumvent the PUC’s authority as

the PUC has no authority to regulate a cooperative. Board members Randolph SCOTT, Richard
MILLER, Richard KEEN, Brian ELLIOTT, and John COMBS said that changing to a coopsrative
was because of a recommendation by their atterney and the CPA (Attachment 1).

Information Regarding Records and Interviews of Board Members

District Attorney DBUEL received records from HOBBS.. These records were provided to
me on March 4, 2005 and included the following (Attachment 38): '

The PUC Order Number 03-116, dated February 13, 2003.

Four worksheets prepared by HOBBS involving the number of meters reported on the
CRRWC’s Tax Form 990 and the revenue from these meters (alleging that between
$96,348 and $105,672 was unreported income for 2003 and also alleging unreported
income of $113,400 for 2004)

A copy of the CRRWC Financial Statement for 2003.

A copy of the CRRWC Tax Form 990 for 2003.

At the beginning of the investigation, the attomey for the CRRWC, David GLENN, was
contacted by District Attorney DEUEL. GLENN agreed to allow interviews of the CRRWC Board
Members, the company CPA, and ROOKS. GLENN also agreed to give access to the CRRWC
financial records. -

I interviewed the following CRRWC Board members and employces:

John Milton COMBS (Board member 2000 to 2007) on October 11, 2005 and
September 22, 2006, '

Brian.A. ELLIOTT (Board member September 2005 to present) on October 11,2005
and September 21, 2006.

Richard A. KEEN (Board member 2000 to present) on October 11, 2005 and
September 19, 2006.

Richard J. MILLER (Board member 06/29/06 to present) on September 21, 2006.
Charles (Chuck) W. PETERSON (A former Board member, President in 1999) on
October 11, 2005. .
Randolph (Randy} M, SCOTT (Board mcmber 2001 to present) on October 11,2005
and September 21, 2006.

Wayne F. SUTTON (Board member from 1999 until removed from the Board in
December 2005). On November 1, 2005, March 29, 2006, and August 28, 2007.
Richard C. BAILEY (The water company’s CPA) on October 11, 2005

James ROOKS (General Manager of the CRRWC) on October 11, 2005, March 29,
2006, and December 14, 2606. ,

THIS DOCUMENT IS THE PROPERTY OF THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE AND SHALL NOT BE DISTRIBUTED TO OTHER
PERSONS OR AGENCIES WITHOUT THE EXPRESS CONSENT OF THE CREGON DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE.

L




RSN b

"

e N TR

COC0010-05
Investigative Report
August 6, 2008
Page 14 6f36

In addition, during the course of the investigation, I contacted and interviewed other people
as listed on page three of this report.

Financial records, covering the period from June 23, 2000 to QOctober 10, 2005, were
provided (by agreement with the CRRWC’s Attorney GLENN) by Jacquie ROOKXS on November 1,
2005 in the form of a CD coritaining a backup of their QuickBooks records (Attachment 20). The
QuickBooks records include financial records in reference fo-income, expenses, liabilities, accounts

receivable, accounts payable, assets, and payroll. The QuickBooks records do not include individual -

customer accounts. Other records, which included the CRRWOC cancelled checks for 2003 and the
$8 assessment fee records, were also received and are listed on the receipt given to the water
company {Attachment 21). An update fo the QuickBooks records was received on January 25, 2006

. covering the period from June 23, 2000 to January 24, 2006 (Attachment 22). All provided records,

except the CDs, were returmed to ROOKS after being reviewed. Copies were not made of these
records as they agreed Wlﬂl the chkBooks records.

A!Iegation I:

It is alleged by William HOBBS a CRRWC member, that irregularities exist in the billing
and collection practices of the CRRWC, suggesting income from metered water sales during 2003
and 2004 were unreported on the Form 990 company tax returns.

The allegation of missing funds is based on a four-page worksheet prepared by HOBBS
{Attachment 19) and provided to District Attorney DEUEL. The basis of this worksheet is a
comparison of the number of water meters reported on CRRWC’s Form 990, Return of Organization
Exempt from Income Tax (Attachments 9-15), water sales reported in the CRRWC year-end
financial statement dated December 31, 2003 (Attachment 18) and other water meter numbers

. publicly reported by the CRRWC and used by HOBBS.

Critical to HOBBS allegation is the ﬁgﬁre of 1203 water meters, which is included in each of

the company’s Tax Form 990 for 2003 to 2005. When asked about this figure, CPA BAILEY stated
that this figure was just carried forward each year as it was not required to be reported on the Tax
Form 990 and was just overlooked. This number of 1203 water meters on the Form 990 does not
correlate to the reported income on the Form 990. The figure of 1203 leads to faulty conclusions by
HOBBS about the number of unreported meters and therefore Ieads to an incorrect accounting of
water sales income.

2003 Records

To determine the number of actual water meters (paid customers), I reviewed and

- summarized the CRRWC records in a spreadsheet (Attachment 24). The average number of
~ customers billed in 2003 is 1376 per month. The average number paid per month is 1238. Itis
- reported by ROOKS that the difference of 138 may be explained by inactive accounts. During 2003

the water company allowed customers to become “snow birds,” that is, they allowed customers to
have their water shut off for the periods they did not reside on the ranch. Other inactive accounts
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would include properties for sale and those unhooked for late payments. Therefore, for 2003, there
appears to be 35 (1238 — 1203) unreported meters, not the 259 reported by HOBBS.

Using HOBBS figure of average payments by customers of $31.00 per meter per month and
the number of unreported meters of 35, the low estimate of alleged missing funds would be

- $13,020.00 (35 meters x $31.00 x 12 months = $13,020.00). Payments by customers of $34.07 per

meter per month the high estimate of alleged missing funds would be $14,309.40 (35 meters x
$34.07 x 12 months = $14,309.40). These numbers are significantly less than the $96,348 or _
$105,672 reported by HOBBS. Neither HOBBS figures, nor the figures based on 35 water meters,
take into account the total metered water sales of the water company. '

To determine the total income and metered water sales income for the water company, using
records obtained during the investigation, I prepared profit and loss worksheets for the years 2003,
2004, and 2005 (Attachment 23) as well as a summary of the three years. These profit and loss
worksheets include all deposits as income and all expenditures as expenses. While reviewing the
company records I noticed that some expenses were recorded in income accounts and some income
was recorded in expense accounts. These were corrected on the profit and loss worksheets I
prepared by recording income and expenses in their correct accounts.

The total metered water sales for 2003 I calculated using the provided QuickBooks records is
$515,042 (Attachment 23) and total income is $711,249. Because income and expenses were not
always properly recorded, this investigation cannot determine with certainty if metered water sales
funds were missing or if those funds were tmproperly recorded as a result of bookkeeping erors.

For example, the alleged missing fonds I calenlated ($13,020 to $14,309) could have been recorded

as income, as opposed to metered water sales,

HOBBS did not have access to the CRRWC records and relied on records he conld obtain.
HOBBS did not have the information to determine the number of paid customers and relied on an

incorrect figure of 1462 for 2003, In addition, it appears that HOBBS did not allow for “snow birds” |

in his selection of 1462 as the number of paid customers.

2004 Records

For 2004, HOBBS arrives at estimated unreported incoﬁe of $113,400 ué.ing a figure of 300

. unreported meters (1500 minus 1200 = 300) and an average monthly cost of $31.50 per meter

{(27.50 + $35.50¥2 = $31.50; $31.50 x 300 x 12 = §113,400). Using company records for 2004, the
number of paid customers per month averaged 1399, which would possibly result in 196 unreported
meters {1399 meters minns 1203 = 196} and gives a low estimate figure of $74,088 (196 x $31.50x
12) as unreported income for 2004. As mention above, the figure of 1203 is not required on the

'CRRWC Tax Form 990, was not changed from year to vear, and leads to faulty conclusions by
HOBBS. '

Investigation figures suggest that the water sales income is consistent from vyear to year and
may be accounted for during 2003, 2004, and 2005. To determine an exact accounting for the water
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sales a complete audit of all records dealing with the billing and collection of i income would have to
be done.

Record Inconsistencies

When profit and loss statements from QuickBooks records, received in Jannary 2006 from
Jacquie ROOKS, are compared to profit and loss statements from QuickBooks records, received in
2007 from Jacquie ROOKS, some changes in the records are noticed {(Attachment 40). These
changes alter some figures reported in QuickBooks for 2004 and 2005. The figures for 2003 wers
unchanged from the January 2006 Qu1ckBooks records to the 2007 QuickBooks fecords.

For 2004 the Repalr & Maintenance expense account (Company-account 5000) went from
$9,322.00 using the QuickBooks records received in 2006 to $13,322.00 in the QuickBooks records
received in 2007, an increase in‘expenses of $4,000.00. The Equipment Rental expense account
(Company account 6170) went from $24.57 using the 2006 records to -$3,975.43 using the 2007 -
records, a decrease in expenses of $4,000.00. The company’s Net Income remained the same. -

In 2005, there were numerous changes to company accounts. Below are 11sted some of the
larger changes.

Company Januvary 2006 Records 2007 Records

Acct. No.: ~ Name of Acet: - Amount: Amount:
14005.1 . Metered Water $535,897.65 $567,008.14

4000 Meter Water Sales . $31180.49 $0.00

Other _ :
4015 Special Assessment  $8,889.12 $68,969.12
No Acct. No. Total Income $740,185.43  $800,115.84
5000 © Repair & Maint. - $0.00 $3,000.00

Total Expense " $399,197.43 $601,471.48
6065 - Gé&A Postage $10,353.69 $8,558.69
No Acct. No. Net Income. $30,079.99 $90,079.99

With the above changes, and those not listed, the Net Tncome for 2005 increased by $60,000
between the January 2006 records and the 2007 records. This increase is reflected in a December
31, 2006 General Journal entry “To adjust for back dated income.” (It should be noted that these
changes were made after the PUC asserted jurisdiction on April 28, 2006 and requested company
records.). The check number 4246 for $60,000 was written on August 9, 2006 and signed by Rick
KEEN and James ROOKS, but was not deposited to the Water Company’s Account until February
9, 2007 as part of a $69,000 deposit (Attachment 45). The check was deposited in the Assessment
Account at the Community First Bank and, according to the memo line, replaced the followmg four
checks, which were payments to the water company from the assessment funds:
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s Ck #3344, dated 08/01/0S, for $12,000
= Ck #3446, dated 05/15/05, for 524,000
o Ck #3583, dated 11/16/05, for $12,000
e Ck #3806, dated 02/09/06 for $12,000.

The other part of the deposit was Ck #4458, dated 11/08/06, for $9,000, payable to CRR
‘Water Company and signed by Richard MILLER and James ROOKS. This deposit of $69,000
teplaced monies that were from the assessment funds and were paid to the water company operating
account, but were never negotiated. QuickBooks records received in 2007 have checks number

3344, 3446, 3583, and 3806 voided while the records from Jamuary 2006 show these four checks as '

payments to the CRRWC from assessment finds. A check of the CRRWC Washington Mutual
checking account for the time period-of these checks shows that none of the four checks cleared the
bank, (Note: Assessment fund income and expenses are addressed iri Allegation TI1.)

I also summarized the Balance Sheets using the records received in January 2006 and
compared them to Balance Sheets using records received in 2007 (Attachment 40). There were only
‘minor changes in 2003, which did not change the overall financial picture for 2003, '

In 2004, the totals did not change but there were some changes to the following:

"Company Account 2006 Records 2007 Records

© 2000 — Accounts Payable $1315.93 -$8444.16 Decrease of $9760.09
3000 — Gen. Fund Bal. $1,487,982.66 $1,497,932.20 Increase of $9949.54
3010 — Cont. Fund Bal. $48,073.00 $49,460.84  Increase of $1387.84

Between the records [ received in 2006 and those I received in 2007, the total ysarly increase
was $11,337.38 and the total yearly decrease was $9,760.09. The difference of §1,577.29 was -
recorded in the 2007 records in Retained Earnings {The company account 3900) The total assets
and total liabilities and equity did not change.

For 2005 there were mimerous changes as mentioned above in reference to the profit and loss
statements. In the balance sheets, the major change is the General Checking Account at Washington
Mutual (Company account number 1005) went from $9,245.98 in the 2006 records to $69,419.72 for
an increase of $60,173.94. The NSF and Redeposit Account (Company account number 1090) went
from $3,013.95 to 3,094.64, an increase of $80.69. The total income increased by $60,254.43.

Board Members Oversight of Finances

The following Board members were interviewed regarding thetr duties in reference to the
finances of the water company: John COMBS, Brian ELLIOTT, Richard XEEN, Richard MILLER,
Charles PETERSON, Randelph SCOTT, and Wayne SUTTON. All stated an accountant (CPAs
Wes PRICE or Richard BAILEY, from Harrigan Price Fronk & Co., LLP) oversaw the records and
produced the financial statements.
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None of the Board members knew much about the financial condition of the company other
than receiving the yearly report from the accountant. All believed that the company was operating
on sound financial principles and was financially better after ROOKS became the General Manager.
They knew that Jacquie (ROOKS’ wife) was the bookkeeper and handled all income and expenses
and oversaw the office operations. They believed that if there were any irregularities the dccountant
would catch them. None seemed to know that the records used by the accountant were provided by
Jacquie and that the accountant did not do an audit of the records. The accountant relied on the
records provided to him by Jacquie. ‘ '

Other than SUTTON, who was secretary/treasurer, they did not look at the bills paid. None
looked at the income other than the CPA’s Year End F inancial report. Most of the Board members
did not review the yearly financial statement in detail. SUTTON, as treasurer, did not Teview the
financial statement in detail, nor did he do a thorough review of the company’s Form 990 or discuss
it with the CPA prior to signing it. COMBS specifically stated that le did not need to review the
financial records as he trusted ROOKS. ' :

All Board members stated that they believed ROOKS to be an honest hard working person
who would not steal from the company. SUTTON did express some concern about the legitimacy of
ROOKS’ family members working for the company and the amount of their pay and ROOKS?’ pay.
He asked for a copy of ROOKS’ employment contract. He also asked ROOKS about the purchase
of a four-wheeler, telling ROOKS he could not purchase such an item without Board approval,
Shortly after he expressed these concermns he was removed from the Board by ROOKS and Board
members COMBS, KEEN, SCOTT and ELLIOTT. . :

Conclasion - Allegation I:

The investigation was unable to clearly establish, from the limited records available, that
income was nof reported or was underreported on the Crooked River Ranch Water Company Form
990 for 2003, 2004, or 2005,

The investigation did show that irregularities exist in the recording of income and expenses
in the QuickBooks files used by the CRRWC and that these irregularities give an incorrect picture of
the company’s overall financial status and of expenses and income earned. QuickBooks records can
and have been changed over the years to reflect changes in expenses and income. For 2005,
comparing the 2006 QuickBooks records received from J acquie ROOKS to the 2007 QuickBooks
records received from her, there were numerous changes in the accounting. There is an increase in
total income of $60,254.43 from the 2006 records fo the 2007 records. It is not known why this
meome was not recorded earlier. Tt is not known if these changes were at the request of the
accountant or an attempt to reflect an incomrect picture of the company’s finances. In addition,
“loans” to ROOKS were not recorded in company records prior to 2006. (Note: This is addressed
further in Allegation V)

THIS DOCUMENT 1S THE PROPERTY OF THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE AND SHALL NOT BE DISTRIBUTED TO OTHER
PERSONS OR AGENCIES WITHOUT THE EXPRESS CONSENT OF THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,




it DB MM

RE Rt S SR (s £ 10

- Awugust 6, 2008

ot s

(an average of $1323.72 per month) was paid to We Can Do Services in 2004. No payments were

"ROOKS, his family, his business, and his daughter’s business have received wages and benefits

COC0015-05
Investigative Report

Page 19 of 36

Allegation II:

It is alleged by William HOBBS and Rod WHITTEN CRRWC memmbers, that unreparted
money from the CRRWC was being diverted by ROOKS for personal use and/of for his comparnies,
IMR Repair Service and Rooks Enterprise, LLC and Michelle COMSTOCK’s (ROOKS’ daughter)
company, We Can Do Services.

I

Company records show money from the water company paid to Rooks Enterprise for 2003
was $1,500; for 2004 it was $31,100; and for 2005 it was $25,250 (Attachment 36). According to
ROOKS, these monies were paid to Rooks Enterprise for the maintenance of water company
equipment. ROCKS said there was no written contract for this maintenance; it was a verbal
agreement between the Board and ROOKS’. All the Board members interviewed stated they knew
ROOCKS’ company maintained the water company equipment but were unclear if an agreement
existed between the CRRWC and ROOKS. They did not know the amount ROOKS’ company was
paid for maintaining the water company equipment. The Board and ROOKS stated that prior to '
2003 ROOKS did the maintenance on the company equipment without being paid. ROOKS said he
was paid $500 per week, although he did not charge the water company unless he worked on their
equipment. At $500 per week, the total for two years would be $52,000. The actual amount for ]
2003 and 2004 was $32,600, an average of $313.46 per week. Neither ROOKS nor the Board '
members could tell me the number of hours ROOKS worked on maintaining the water company
equipment. The hours ROOKS worked on maintaining the water company equipment would bein
addition to his hours as General Manager and would be paid to his company Rooks Enterprise.

Company records show thai no money went to We Can Do Services in 2003 and $15,884.67 |

made to We Can Do Services after Decembier 2004. The payments to We Can Do Services were for
meter reading ($1.00 for each'meter read), office work (at $10.00 per hour), and installing meters (at
$10.00 per hour). When it was discovered that We Can Do Services did not have a contractor’s
license to install meters, the company was dissolved. No wriiten confract existed between We Can
Do Services and the water company. ROOKS stated that this was a verbal contract.

. “‘When reviewing company records received from Jacquie ROOKS I noticed a change from
the first backup of QuickBooks received on October 14, 2005 to the second backup on January 25,
2006, the changing of JIMR Repairs to Rooks Enterprise as a vendor. (Note: QuickBooks allows the
operator to change any data/records entered in the company’s program.) This changed the amount of
funds going to these two companies by $1,000.00 for the period from June 2000 to October 10,

2005; Rooks Enterprise received $55,350, using the records received on January 25, 2006, and JMR
Repairs received $54,350, using the records received on October 14, 2005. According to Jacquie
ROOKS the change was made as James ROOKS discontinued the use of JMR Repairs and used
Rocks Enterprise for billing the water company for repairs to the company equipment..

The investigation shows that for the period from J anuary I, 2001 to December 31, 2005
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from the water company totaling $837,594, 47 This total mcludes the watcr company payinents for

soctal secunty, Medicare, and uuemployment

Total to ROOKS and family members for wages and benefits during this time are:

 Wages

James ROOKS $439,746.89 (Average $87,949.38 per year for five years)
Jacquie ROOKS $180,866.63 (Average $35,773.33 per year for five years)
Ray COMSTOCK  $47,817.47  (Average $23,908.73 per year for two years)
M. R. COMSTOCK §29,220.00  (Average $14,610.00 per year for two years)
Beriefits for James and Jacquie ROOKS and Ray and Michelle COMSTOCK
Employer SST $41,630.95

Employer Medicare $10,115.93

Fed Unemployment $881.39

OR Uneriployment $4,141.45

. CRRWC payments to Rooks Enterprise and We Can Do Services

Rooks Enterprise $57,850.00

We Can Do Services $25.323.76

TOTAL $837,594.47

Conclusion - Allegation II

The investigation was unable to establish payments made to Rooks Enterprise and We Can
Do Services were more than what was billed to the water company or that they received
unauthorized payments. These billings were all done within the QuickBooks program by Jacquie
ROOKS and checks were written by Jacquie ROOKS using the QuickBooks program. No written
contracts existed so agreed upon payments cannot be verified: Tt cannot be verified if ROOKS
performed the maintenance of the company equipment on his own time or on company time as no
records on hours worked for Rooks Enterprise by ROOKS were provided.

The use of these companies, Rooks Enterprise and We Can Do. Services, is questionable and
presents a possible conflict of interest for a number of reasons;

» These services do not appear to have been put out for bids.

» ROOKS is the General Manager of the Water Company and owner of Rooks Enterprise.

+ ROOKS’ daughter is the owner of We Can Do Services.
Written confracts do not exist between the companies and the CRRWC.

* There are no records as to the hours billed by these companies to the water company.

» ROOKS’ wife maintains the water company records with no oversight by Board members or
any outside persons.

* Changes were made to the CRRWC QuickBooks recerds.
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Allegation ITE;

It is alleged by HOBBS, WHITTEN, and Craig SOULE, CRRWC members, that money
from a water company assessment fee of $8.00 per month per water meter, which started on July 1,
2004, may be underreported in water company financial statements. It is also alleged that this
money was used by ROOKS and the Board for unanthorized purchases. '

From the company records, received in January 2006, I prepared a spreadsheet showing all -
income and expenses for the assessment fund (Attachment 25). The amount of funds collected from
May 12, 2004 to December 31, 2005 is $203,546.98 and the expenses paid are $131,729.32, leaving
a balance of $71,817.66 ($203,546.98 - $131,729.32 = $71,817.66). The QuickBooks records for
the company show a balance of $72,320 in the fund on December 31, 2005. The total of $203,547
equates to an average number of chstomers of 1414 ($203,547/18 months = $11,308.17 per month. .
$11,308.17/$8 per month = 1414). : '

The special assessment of $8.00 per onth was approved by the water Board on March 29,
2004 (Attachment 26). Tt became effective in June 2004, being payable starting in July 2004, It was

approved for the following uses:

1. Drilling and Construction of Well #3 (Crater Loop and Tower Road) which is referred to
as Well #5 by COMBS.

" 2. New Cistern and Pump house.
3. Pay off the CRRWC Office Building.
4. Re-plumb Well #1 (formerly #4) and add Chlorination Station. (Attachment 26 and
Attachment 27)

The Assessment dollars were not to be used for operations or admmistrative costs
{(Attachment 27). According to information provided by ROOKS and COMBS the Assessment
Funds were spent for different items which inciuded the following: the land for the well, a durnp
truck, a crane, surveying the land, engineers, attorney fees, pipe for system improvement, a hammer,
and payments on the office bmldmg {Attachment 28). - '

At five different times over the course of fourteen months, from December 2005 to February
2007, different items were listed as being paid from the assessment find {Attachment 28). Craig
SOULE, in an email, listed those items he believed were not approved for purchase from this find -
{Attachment 28). Betause the items listed as being purchased by this fund changed over time, it
appears that the Board and General Manager were using this fund for purchases not approved in the
proposal and to supplement operational expenses. This can be seen by comparing the QuickBooks
records recetved in January 2006 with the QuickBooks records received in 2007 (Attachment 25).

As pointed out in Allegation [, in records received in 2007 an increase of $69,000 is reflected
in a December 31, 2006 General Journal entry “To adjust for back dated income.” The money was -
deposited in the Assessment Account at the Community First Bank and it appears that the deposit of
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this $69,000 was to replace monies that were from the assessment funds and paid to the water
company operating account for expenses not associated with the assessment funds.

A comparison of the records received in January 2006 and those received in 2007 show some .
other changes in the assessment funds (Attachment 25). The records of 2006 show total income of
$203,546.98 and total expenses of $131,729.32 for a net income of $71,817.66 for the period from
May 2004 to December 2005. The records from 2007 show total income of $268,870.05, an
increase of $63,323.07, and total expenses of $87,913.54, a decrease of $43,815.78, for a net income
of $180,956.51, an mcrease in income of $109,138.85, for the same time penod

The land listed as “purchased” with assessment finds in 2005 and 2006 (Attachment 28) was
actually purchased in April 2001, using the CRRWC checking account at the Washington Mutual
Bank (Check number 7253 dated March 29, 2001 for $15,000 arid check rumber 7301 dated April 9,
2001 for $15,476.95 (Attachment 29)) years prior to the implementation of the assessment fee. The
resolution to purchase the land was approved on April 9, 2001 (Attachment 30), over a week after
the first check was paid to the title company and over three years prior to the a,ssessment fund
approval and implementation,

The hammer listed as an expense was actually purchased for $23,500 at the same time a track
hoe was purchased for $25,000 with CRRWC funds (Attachments 33 & 35). The hammer can only
be used with the track hoe. According to ROOKS the track hoe belongs to him and the hammer
belongs to the water company. (Note: the purchase of these two items will be addressed. further in
A]leganon V. )

Conclusion - Allegation I11:

' Based upon a review and summary of the assessment records obtained during thIS
mvestlgatmn it cannot be determined conclusively that funds are missing from the assessment
income, The investigation did shiow that funds from the assessment fee of $8 per month were not
spent in conformance with the approval of the special assessment. The listed expenses were for
land, which was already owned by the company, for equipment and supplies, (the hammer, dump
truck and pipe), for surveys, engineers, and for attorney’s fees, all of which were not listed i in the

original proposal. The funds that were supposedly spent on the land and other items were
‘transferred to the metered water sales and were used for everyday operational expenses. In 2006 and

2007 the income and expenses of the assessment funds seem to have been corrected to more closely
reflect the actual balance.

Allegation IV:
It is alleged by HOBBS, WHITTEN, and SOULE that water company equipment is being

-used on private property for personal use and gain by Board members and water company
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employees. It is also alleged that the water company was not reimbursed for the use of the
equipment.

The CRRWC Board approved the use-of water company equipment by employees and Board
members on August 11, 1999 (Atftachment 31). As a result, Board members and employees received
benefits not available to the general membership and benefited from this resolution. Based on this
investigation, at some time while a Board member or an employee of the water company, the
following people made use of company equipment, either by using it themselves or having ROOKS
operate it on their property: ROOKS, CAKLEY, SUTTON, DINSMOOR, SCOTT, and COMBS.
In addition, ROOKS’ confract, dated May 1, 2004, states “The (General Manager/Operations Manger
reserves the right to exchange mechanical repairs to The Company equipment, such as “labor,
storage, modifications, and alterations” for use of all company equipment, so long as no )
compensation is received from the use of this equipment.” The Employee Policies Handbook, on

" page 45, also allows for personal use of company equipment (Attachment 31).

Board members and employees who made use of company equipment (ROOKS, SCOTT and
COMBS) stated that they paid for the gas and any other supplics when they used the company
equipment for personal reasons. SUTTON stated that he was never asked to reimburse the water
company for the work ROOKS did on his property. ROOKS said, on-March 29, 2006, that he would
sometimes exchange work with a Board member, such as with DINSMOOR. ROQKS said he used
company-equipment to do some work on DINSMOOQOR’s property and DINSMOOR, in return, did
some electrical work on one of the company’s pumnps. ROOKS mentioned COMBS as another
Board member who did work for the water company in exchange for use of company equipment.

Records show some payments from Board members, but it is unclear if these are for the use

“of the equipment or for the purchase of supplies. ROOKS said that if a person did not know how to .

operate a piece of equipment he would not let them use it. ROOKS did say that he occasionally
would take time off work and operate the equipment for a Board member, charging only for gas and
supplies. It is important to note that ROOKS, his wife, or another office worker recorded the hours
ROOKS worked for the CRRWC in the QuickBooks payroll. The Board did not track ROOKS’
hours separately or review the hours claimed so it cannot be verified if ROOKS took time off for this
work.

Conclusion - Allegation I'V:

The CRRWC Board approved a resolution on August 11, 1999 that allowed CRRWC
employees and Board members to use company equipment for personal use. ROOKS and Board
members SCOTT and COMBS claim to have paid the company for personal use of company
equipment. SUTTON was never asked to pay for use of the equipment. Although the personal use
of company eqnipment is allowed this practice raises questions about potential conflicts of interest
by the Board members and water company employees.
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Allepation V:

It is alleged by IIOBBS, WHITTEN, and SOULE that ROOKS purchased equipment for
personal use with “loans™ from water company funds, without a foan contract or interest charges
paid to the CRRWC. Itis also suspected that ROOKS then leased the equipment back to the water
company, allowing him to personally profit from the equipment purchase. As part of this allegation,
Ireviewed and summarized the number of hours, for regular and overtime hours, ROOKS was paid

-as General Manager working for the CRRWC to determine if this was a method used by him to

repay the loans.

ROOKS, under his bustness Rooks Enterprise, also maintained all the water company
equipment. The amount of hours he worked on maintaining the water company equipment, which is
separate from his hours as General Manager, is not known as ROOKS stated he did not maintain
records on hours he worked on water company equipment. He said he did the repairs when needed.
Payment for this work would be in addition to the hours he was paid for being the General Manager
and would be paid to Rooks Enterprise. '

Payment and Withholding Records

According to QuickBooks records provided by Jacquie ROOKS on Jan 25, 2006, from
January 1, 2003 to December 31, 2005, ROOKS had payments to the water company withheld from
his paycheck totaling $10,199.85 for items he purchased with comparny funds for personal use. In
addition, he received $2,200 (paid to-him from the CRRWC checking account at Washington Mutual
Bank, paycheck number 2084 dated January 29, 2004) as a “loan” to purchase hearing aids. This
gives a total of $12,399.85 (Attachment 32) for 2003 to 2005. This indicates that during this time he
had “loans” from the water company of at least $12,399.85 for the purchase of personal equipment
and/or supplies. ' : .

7 CRRWC QuickBooks récords, obtained through a subpoena and received from J acquie -
ROOKS m December 2007, show that from January 20, 2000 to October 17, 2007 withholdings

- (reimbursements) from ROOKS’ paychecks total $47,989.38 (Attachment 32). Other payments

made by ROOKS from Rooks Enterprise checking account and his personal checking account to the
water comparny during this same time period total $24,748.64. Total payments to the water company
from ROOKS are $72,738.02 ($47,989.38 + $24,748.64) for 2000 to 2007. I acquie ROOKS
maintained personal records, other than QuickBooks, on each purchase and on each payment {o the -
water company from James ROOKS, either through payroll withholdings or by personal check. -
These records show that from January 12, 2000 to November 29, 2006, total water company funds
used by ROOKS to purchase items for personal use were $77,058.62 (Attachment 47).

During this time ROOKS used water company funds ($25,000) as a down payment to
purchase a track hoe for personal use. The purchase price of the track hoe was $135,000 with a
filing fee of $375 for a total of $135,375. The loan contract with CNH Capital was for $110.375
with finance charges of $18,352.68 for a balance due of $128,727.68. The total time sale price was
$153,727.68. A hammer was purchased for $23,400, at the same time, for the water company
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(Attachment 33, 34, & 35). Payments were made to Cascade Machmery Company for the down
payment and the hammer from the CRRWC checking account at the Washington Mutual Bank and
the equipment loan contract was carried by CNH Capital for the purchase of the track hoe. The
hammer was paid in full when purchased. When asked about this, ROOKS said that the Board
approved this purchase with the understanding that he would purchase the track hoe from CRRWC

_in thirty days (Resolution dated SEptember 27,2005, Attachment 33.).

On March 30, 2006, to show that he was"purchasing the track hoe {rom the water company,
ROOQKS provided me with a copy of Rooks Enterprise check #1026, intended for the down payment
of $25,000, dated February 21, 2006, and copies of the invoices and the purchase agreement
(Attachment 34). The check had not cleared the bank and when asked about it, ROQOKS stated that

‘he did not have the entire $25,000 and he provided the check to show his intension to purchase the

track hoe. He said that he was paying the water company through payroll deductions. No other
records of payments were received until 2007, when records were Teceived from CNH Capltal the
Cascade Machinery Company, the CR.RWC and ROCKS.

The agreement between ROOKS and the Board for the purchase of the track hoe should be
recorded as a loan to ROOKS. Besides the initial payment of $25,000, the water company made
payments of $2,145.47 each month to CNH Capital for the loan on the track hoe. The water
company paid a total of $42,163.76 for the track hoe that ROOKS states he was purchasing from the
water company. ROOKS said that the hammer belonged to the water company. Tt should be noted

~ that the hammer, CRRWC equipment, can only be used with the track hoe that ROOKS says 1s his.

Despite his claim of ownership in 2006, ROOKS did not repay the Water company for the track hoe
until 2007,

QuickBooks records contain two checks for the purchasé of the track hoe and hammer
(Attachment 35). Check number 3469 and check number 34790, both dated September 23, 2005,
payable to Cascade Machinery Company for the purchase of the hammer and the down payment on

“the frack hoe. These checks are dated four days prior to the date on the resolution to purchase these

items.

Records received from CNH Capitat and Cascade Machinery Company in 2007, in reference
to the track hoe {Attachment 41 and 42), show the CRRWC made payments of $42,163.76 to
Cascade Machinery Company and CNH Capital. The payments to CNH Capital from the CRRWC

wers made cach month until June 7, 2006. This is the date of ROOKS first payment to CNH Capital

for the track hoe contract. ROOKS signed paperwork fo take over the contract for the track hoe in
April 2006. .

In addition to making payments to CNH Capital, the water company maintained the
insurance on the track hoe. According to records obtained from the Sage Insurance Company, the
following amounts, above the regular CRRWC insurance costs, were paid to Safeco Insurance for
the frack hoe; for 2004-03, $42.00; for2005-06, $1,039.00; and for five months in 2007, $509.00,
for a total of $1,590.00.
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ROOKS stated, on March 29, 2006 and December 14, 20006; that his wife, J acquue; kept track
of any purchases made using water company funds and she deducts the payments from his paycheck.
In addition, he wrote checks to the water company for payments on the track hoe. In 2007, records
were received from Jacquic ROOKS in reference to purchases by James ROOKS and his repayments
for these purchases through payroll deductions, checks from ROOKS’ company and checks from his
personal account. This information shows total repayments of $72,738.02 {Attachment 32, January
2000 to October 2007) and purchases of §77,058.62 (Attachment 47, January 2000 to November
2006); leaving a balance owed to the water company of $4,320.60. This balance does not include
any equipment or supplies purchased in 2007. '

Using subpoenaed records provided by CNH Capital and bank records of the CRRWC and
Rooks Enterprise, I entered the information in reference to the track hoe on a spreadsheet
(Attachment 41), According to these records, from the month the track hoe was purchased
(November 2005) to September 2007, ROOKS made payments to the CRRWC totaling $41,840.29.
These payments did not start until January 2006 with payroll deductions. The CRRWC made
payments of $42,163.76 to CNH Capital on the loan. This leaves a balance owed by ROOKS of

.$323.47. With the additional insurance costs to the water company the total owed by ROOKS to the

water company, as of September 2007, is $1,913.47.

Board Members’ Knowledge

When questioned on September 19, 2006 about the purchase of the track hoe and bammer,
Board member Richard KEEN stated he approved the purchase not knowing the water company was
putting up the down payment finds for the track hoe. He said ROOKS asked to use the water

- company’s name to purchase the track hoe so he could get a discount. Board member John

COMBS, on September 22, 2006, stated that he did not know about the purchase of the frack hoe
and hammer. Board member Wayne SUT TON, on March 29, 2006, said he told ROOKS the water -
company could rent a track hoe and hammer as needed. In that way they would not have to worry

- about maintenance. On September 21, 2006, Board member Randolph SCOTT said he believed the

water company put up the money to purchase the track hoe and ROOKS repaid the water company,
but he was unsure of the actual details. None of the Board members were aware that the hammer
could only be used with the track hoe belonging to ROOKS, nor did they know if ROOKS repaid the-
water company for the down payment. None of the Board members viewed ROOKS as conducting
unauthorized business or operating outside the scope of his contract and obligations to CRRWC.

Payroll Records Analysis

QuickBooks payroll -records; which were received from Jacquie ROOKS, for the time period
2003 up to October 17, 2007, were used to record hours James and J acquie ROOKS were paid for

- working for the CRRWC in the office, in operations and in overtime (Attachment 46). The concern

here is not the amount of money they were paid, but the number of hours listed ag being paid in the
CRRWC payroll records. '
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The total hours (regular and overtime hours as General Manager and not for his company
Rooks Enterprise) James ROOKS was paid for working for the CRRWC in 2003 was 3531 howrs.
Of this total 72 hours are for holidays giving total work hours 0f 3459. ROOKS would have to
average 9.5 hours per day if he worked everyday (3459/365 = 9.5 hours) to get the total work hours
of 3459. He would have to average 13.78 hours per day if he only worked workdays (3459/251 =
13.78 hours), and he would have to average 11.42 hours per day (3459/303 = 11.42 hours), not
working Sundays, holidays, or vacations to get the total hours of 3459. The below chart isa
sumunary of total hours (includes regular hours, overtime hours, holidays, sick days, and vacations)
recorded in the QuickBooks payroll records and paid to James and Jacquie ROOKS for 2003 up to
October 17, 2007. (it needs to be noted that the “Average work all days” column is not based on 365
days per year as the pay period is every two weeks and there is some overlap each year. Attachment
46 has details related to the number of workdays in each yearly pay period.)

Name Year | Total Work Average | Average Average not
i " -1 Hours Hours work all | work only including Sun,
- Paid days work days Vac, or Holidays
Jammes ROOKS | 2003 | 3531 3459 9.5 13.78 11.42
Jacquie ROOKS | 2003 | 2537.5 24495 6.7 9.8 8.1
| James ROOKS {2004 | 2980 28352 7.53 11.18 . 9.23
Jacquie ROOKS 12004 | 2681.0 2575.0 7.0 10.4 8.6
James ROOKS 12005 | 3331.25 | 3199.25 8.81 113.19 . 1160.86.
Jacquie ROOKS | 2005 | 2642.5 2556.5 7.0 10.3 8.5
James ROOKS | 2006 | 3485.5 3274.5 9.0 13.90 © 111,38
Jacquie ROOKS | 2006 | 2667.8 | 2487.8 6.8 105 8.6
James ROOKS {2007 {2550 2306 7.84 ' 12.85 ©110.41
Jacquie ROOKS { 2007 | 2256.3 18253 | 6.0 11.1 - 8.8

In reviewing the hours ROOKS was paid for by the water company (Attachment 46) the
following items were noticed. In 2003 there are consecutive time periods of two weeks where the
amount of hours is the same, for example: ' _

¢ 08/01/03 to 08/14/03, 40 hours in office, 40 hours operational, and 78.5 hours
operations overtime. _ _

e 08/15/03 to 08/28/03, 40 hours in office, 40 hours operational, and 78.5 hours
operations overtime.

« 08/29/03 to 09/11/03, 40 hours in office, 40 hours operational, and 78.5 hours
operations overtime.

These types of patterns occur up until August 2005, when the overtime hours became more
varied. (It was in 2005 that this investigation began and in May-2005 that David GLENN, the water
company attorney, was contacted about interviews and company records.) From November 30, 2006
up to May 30, 2007, ROOKS working hours (80 for two weeks) was recorded in office full ime and
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all overtime was recorded in operations overtime for this same time period. The reason for this
change in how hours were recorded is not known :

The above hours do not include hours ROOKS worked for his company, Rooks Entexpnse
During this time Rooks Enterprise was paid $1,500 in 2003, $31,100 in 2004, $25,250 in 2005,
$26,000 in 2006, and $21,000 in 2007 (up to October 18, 2007).

* Hours for Jacquie ROOKS were also reviewed and to some extent reflect similar overtime
issues as James ROOKS, but not to the same degree. For the total working hours (does not include
Saturdays, Sundays, holidays, vacation, or sick days) during this time, Jacquie would need to
average 10.4 hours per day and James would need to average 12.96 hours per day. If Sundays,
holidays, vacations, or sick leave, are not counted the average for Jacquie would be 8.5 hours per
day and for James 10.68 hours per day.

The hours James ROOKS worked for his company, Rooks Enterprise, repairing CRRWC
equzpment (These hours are not included in the hours in the above chart or Attachment 46) is not
known. This repair work is not part of his General Manager duties. Since these hours are not known

_ it can not be determined how many Hours he would need to work to fulfill his job as General

Manager and as the repair person under Rooks Enterprise. It can be seen by the hours ROOKS was

* paid by the water company for working for them that he had few hours in the day to devote to Tepair

and maintenance, unless he was using company time to perform his repair and maintenance duties.
Rooks Enterprise was paid an average of $2,592 per month in 2004, $2,104 per month in 2005,
$2,167 per month in 2006 and $2,100 in 2007 for work aliegedly performed by ROOKS.

There is no way to venfy 1f the hours are correct or if James and J acquie ROOKS actually
worked these hours. There was no oversight by the Board and no one, other than Jacquie, James, or
another office worker, recorded the hours. :

Conclusion - Allegation V'

Although ROOKS stated on October 11, 2005, March 29, 2006, and October 27, 2006 that
the CRRWC does not and cannot make loans, ROOKS has used CRRWC funds to purchase
equipment and supplies for his personal business and is making payments to the CRRWC by havmg
funds withheld from his paycheck. The payments received from ROOKS are recorded as income in
a Reimbursement Account under Metered Water Sales and some payments are recorded in expense
accounts. This gives an incorrect picture of the water company’s finances. The reimbursement
accowmt should not be classified as income under Metered Water Sales. There should be an
Accounts Receivable with a Note Receivable Account for any loans the company makes, either to

~ ROOKS or to other employees.

Prior to December 31, 2006, there were no Accounts Receivable or Notes Receivable
Accounts for loans made to employees. A General Journal Transaction was added in the .
QuickBooks records for the CRRWC on December 31, 2006 to account for the loan to ROQKS,
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Account number “1100: N/R JR ROOKS.” No interest was recorded or charged for this “note
receivable.” Adding this account indicates that all such transactions should have been reported as a
loan to ROOKS. When asked about paying interest ROOKS said that the water cornpany, as a
nonprofit corporation, could not charge interest. ' '

In reference to the track hoe, it appears that ROOKS did not make arrangements to repay the
water company and take over the loan until questioned about it in March 2006, although he was

using it as his personal company’s equipment. In April 2006 ROOXS signed a note for the track hoe -

and on April 19, 2006 the transfer of sale from the CRRWC to ROOKS with CNH Capital, the loan
holder on the track hoe, was signed. Rooks first payment to CNH Capital was June 7, 2006.
ROOKS is currently paying CNH Capital for the track hoe and has repaid most of the loan to the
water company. With insurance costs the balance ROOKS owes as of September 2007 is $1,913.47.

'ROOKS stated on November 26, 2007 that he is not paying for insurance on the track hos. '
- According to ROOKS, he and the CRRWC Board have an agreement that the water company would

continue to insure the track hoe and could then use it at o cost. Without insurance costs the balance
owed on the track hoe is $323.47 as of September 2007.

ROOKS has used CRRWC funds, with the CRRWC Board’s knowledge, to puxchﬁse items
for his personalt use. This use of CRRWC funds, especially to purchase large items such as the track

" hoe, should have been classified as loans and recorded as soch in the company records. Although

they were not classified as loans, ROOKS has purchased items totaling $77,058.62 and repaid the

- water company $72,738.02 leaving a balance owed to the water company of $4,320.60. No interest
- was paid by ROOKS to the water company for these loans. ROOKS was paid for overfime howrs

but there is no way to determine if he actually worked these hours or if this was an effort to obtain
additional fonds to repay the water company.

V.  CONCLUSION

The investigation was unable to determine that monies are missing from the CRRWC income

or that they were illegally diverted to ROOKS or his business. QuickBooks records were changed

numerous times over the vears from 2003 to 2007 making it difficult to determine actual income and
expenses. A true accounting of the water company bocks would be difficult, if not impossible,
without a complete audit and full cooperation from ROOKS, his family members, and the CRRWC
members. When a comparison is made of the CRRWC bank statements to the CRRWC QuickBooks
records from 2007, it appears that all funds recorded in the QuickBooks records are in the bank
accounts.

The investigation does show that thers are many questionable practices and procedures used

by the Board and General Manager which led members to suspect misuse of equipment and thefts of -

funds. The CRRWC appears to be run as a “family business” with very little oversight by the Board
of Directors. The Board of Directors failed to monitor the finances of the company, they failed to
monitor the hours worked by the employees, they did not review the income or expenses regularly
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(only yearly, and then not thoroughly), they failed to hold quarterly meetings, they failed to maintain
Board minutes, and they failed to be available to the members of the corporation.

The mvestigation does show that for the period from 2001 to 2005, ROOKS, his family, and
his business have been compensated by the water company $837,637.13 for wages, maintenance

contracts, and employee benefits (Attachment 36).

The investigation was able to show that the CRRWC made loans to ROOKS in the amount of
at least $77,058.62. This investigation did not uncover any signed contract on the loans, other than
for the track hoe, any indication of interest being paid on the loans, or written approval by the Board
for these loans. Further complicating this issue, Jacquie ROOKS, James ROOKS’ wife, maintains
the payment records without any oversight by the Board or members. :

The investigation also shows that Jacquie-and James ROOKS are being paid for working
hours that would be almost impossible for a person to sustain over a period of four and one half
years. They were able to do this as no one checked on the hours they were paid either as CRRWC
employees or as independent contractors. The Board did not review any monthly or yearly financial
statemerits, ' : :

. On October 11, 2005, March 29, 2006, October 27, 2006, and December 14, 2006 ROOKS
said he would not steal from the water company. He added that it was in his best interest to keep the
water company financially sound as he, his wife, and his daughter work for the water company. Plus

- his personal business, Rooks Enterprise, only works for the water company. If the water company

would go under because of thefts, he and his family would be without a job.

Wayng/A. Trucke. /7
Spegfal Agent

Attaéhments

WAT/sIICRIZBRTI
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ADKINS, Jim

Captain, Jefferson County Sheriff’s Office .

075 NW Cherry Lane
Madras, OR 97741
Phone: (541) 475-6520

. BAILEY, Richard C..
- - CPA, Harrigan Price Fronk & Co., LLP
- 975 SW Colorado Avenue, Suite 200

Bend, OR 97702 -

* Work Phone: (5413 382-4791

BOYLE, Phil

Manager Consumer Services Section, PUC
550 Capitol Street NE, Ste 215

Salem, OR 97301

Phone: (503) 373-1827

BURNETT, Gary

Oregon Water Resources Department
Pendleton, OR

Phone: (541) 276-8006 x352

COMBS, John Milton

8430 SW Crescent Place
Crooked River Ranch OR 97760
Home Phone: HEsmmes

DOUGHERTY, Mmhael

Program Manager Water Division, PUC
550 Capitol Street NE, Ste 215

Salem, OR 97301

Phone: (503) 378-3623

ELLIOTT, Brian A.
PMB 313
1604 8. Highway 97 (UPS Store)

Home Phone. S
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CONTACT LIST

GASSNER, Timothy

Attorney for CRRWC

Glenn, Sites, Reeder & Gassner, LLP
205 SE 5" Street

Madras, OR 97741

Phone: (541) 475-2272

'GLENN, David

Attorney for CRRWC

Glenn, Sites, Reeder & Gqssner LLP
205 SE 5™ Street

Madras, OR 97741

Phone: (541) 475-2272

GRUNDEMAN, Tim

Regional Investigator, Region 11
Construction Contractors Board
Phone: (541) 317-1508

HARVEY, Kirk

Chief Investigator, Civil Enforcement
Charitable Activities Section, DOJ
1515 SW 5™ Ave,, Ste 410

Poriland, OR 97201

(971) 673-1880

HOBBS, William (Bill)

13325 SW Golden Mantel Road
Crooked River Ranch OR 97760
Phone: SRS

JOHNSON, Dora

Customer Service Representative
Sage Insurance Company

369 NE Revere Avenue

Bend, OR 97708

Phone: (541) 382-1611
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JONES, Jack

Sheriff, Jefferson County Sheriff’s Office
675 NW Cherry Lane

Madras, OR 97741

Phone: (541) 475-6520

JONES, Jason

Assistant Aftorney General, DOJ
Regulated Utility & Business Section
1162 Court Street NE

- Salem, OR 97301

Phone (503) 947-4789

-KEEN, Richard A.

3713 SW Yew Lane

Redmond, OR 97756
Home Phone: B2
Work Phone: (54

KENDELLEN, Jamie M.

CPA, Harrigan Price Fronk & Co., LLP
975 SW Colorado Avenue, Suite 200
Bend, OR 97702

Work Phone: (541) 382-4791

© MATHIS ON EBric

Legal Department, CNH Capital America
233 Lake Avenue
Racine, WI 53403

Phone: {262) 636-6431

MATTIMORE, Kathryn

Program Coordinator

DHS HS Drinking Water Program
PO Box 14450

Portland OR 97293-0450

Phone: (971) 673-1220

. McHANEY, Michael

Public Works Director Jefferson County
715 SE Grizzly Road

Madras, OR 97741

Phone: (541)475-4459
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- MILLER, Kathy

Sr. Utility Analyst, Water Division PUC
550 Capitol Street NE, Ste 215

Salem, OR 97301

Phone: (503) 373-1003

MILLER, Richard J.

13439 Chipmonk Road

P.O. Box 1508

Crooked River Ranch OR 97601
Home Phone' '

MILLS, Steve -

Cascade Machinery Company
65147 North Hi ghway 97 -
Bend, OR 97701

Phone: (541) 389-2273

MOE, Gene

Board Member

CRR Homeowner’s Association
PO Box 1477

Crooked River Ranch, OR 97760

NICHOLS, Charles
CRR Water Watchdogs
PO Box 1594
Redmond, OR 97756
Phone: (503) 749-1900

OAKLEY, Barbara
Administrative Assistant CRRWC
PO Box 2319

Terrebonne OR 97 60 _

Phone: B8t ' Y

ORTIZ, Heather

Law Department, CNH America LLC
700 State Street

Racine, WI 53404

Phone: (262) 636-7030
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PETERSON, Charles (Chuck) W.
2895 SE Powell Valley Road, Apt. 202
Gresham OR 97080

PRICE, Wes

CPA,, Harrigan Price Fronk & Co., LLP
975 SW Colorado Avenune, Suite 200
Bend, OR 97702 -

Work Phone: (541) 382-4791

SCOTT, Randolph (Randy) M.
P.O. Box 62 _
Terrebonmne, OR 97760

3
4
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SOULE, Craig
11953 SW Horny Hollow
Terrcbonne, OR 97760 -

" Phone: €8

SUTTON, Wayne F.

14118 SW Commercial Loop
Crooked River Ranch, OR 97760
Home Phone: ERRErayars: it

£
WHITTEN, Rodney (Red)
Ocean Shores, WA
Phone:§e
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ATTACHMENTS

1. Articles of Incorporation for the Crooked River Ranch Water Company (CRRWC) filed
April 27, 1977, Artigles of Dissolution for the Crooked River Ranch Water Company filed
July 5, 2006, and Articles of Incorporation for the Crooked River Ranch Water Cooperative
filed July 5, 2006. Received from the Secretary of State Corporation Division on July 19,
2006. (22 pages) ) .

2. Bylaws for the CRRWC as amended September 24, 2004. Bylaws for the Crooked River
Ranch Water Cooperative as amended June 30, 2006. (35 pages)

3. Partial pages of Bylaws for the CRRWC, for 1991, 1992, 1995, 1996, 1997, June 16, 1996,
and May 4, 2001. (26 pages) = - : :

4. 'CRRWC resolution, dated December 19, 2003, approving the “Application Process for
Board of Director” presented by ROOKS to the CRRWC Board: With a copy of an
application form for Board. (9 pages)

.5. PUC Order No. 01-832 titled “Disposition: Formal Investigation Opened” to determine
whether CRRWC is subject to PUC jurisdiction. Entered September 27, 2001 . (3 pages)

6. PUC Order No. 03-116 titled “Disposition: No Jurisdiction Asserted; Docket Closed.”

- Entered February 13, 2003. (7 pages)

7. CRRWC Employment Policy Outlire - Conditions of Employment as of January 1, 2000:

presented to the CRRWC Board by ROOKS and signed by Chuck PETERSON; Barbara
OAKLEY, Wayne SUTTON, Biil PEMBERTON, and Paul DINSMOOR. {1 page)

8. Spreadsheet prepared by TRUCKE summarizing CRRWC’s Tax Form 990 for 1999 to
2005, (3 pages) )

9. CRRWC’s Form 990 for 1999. (7 pages)

10. CRRWC’s Form 990 for 2000. (19 pages)

11. CRRWC’s Form 990 for 2001. (14 pages)

12. CRRWC’s Form 990 for 2002. (15 pages)

13. CRRWC’s Form 990 for 2003. (8 pages)

14. CRRWC’s Form 990 for 2004. (17 pages) 7 _ '

15. CRRWC’s Form 990 for 2005. (14 pages) ' :

16. CRRWC resolution: Disqualification of 2 Board of Director dated December 29, 2005.
Presented to the CRRWC Board by ROOKS and signed by Rick KEEN and Randy SCOTT
{who were allowed to remain on the Board as a result of this resolution), and John COMBS.
(1 page) : -

17. A spreadsheet prepared by TRUCKE documenting nine (9) Board resolutions signed by
three Board members on different dates. (1 page)

. 18. CRRWC Financial Statements and Supplementary Information for the Year Ended
December 31, 2003. In addition, CRRWC Financial Statements and Supplementary
Information for the Year Ended December 31, 2006. Prepared by the accounting firm
Harrigan Price Fronk & Co. (20 pages) : '

19. Four page worksheet prepared by William (Bill) HOBBS for 2003 and 2004 detailing
alleged unreported income. (4 pages)

20. QuickBooks backup of CRRWC records up to October 14, 2005. (1 CD)
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21. Receipt for 2003 CRRWC records received from CRRWC by TRUCKE on November 1,
20035, (2 pages) A

22. QuickBooks backup of CRRWC records up to January 25, 2006. (1 CD)

23. Profit and Loss Statements for 2003-2007 prepared by TRUCKE using QuickBooks records

~ provided by CRRWC. (18 pages) .

24. Spreadsheet prepared by TRUCKE using information provided by the CRRWC (attached)
showing the number of customers billed by CRRWC in 2003. (18 pages)

25. Spreadsheet, prepared by TRUCKE, comparing Assessment Funds using QuickBooks
records received in January 2006, those received in October 2007, and the information
CRRWC provided to the PUC on April 8, 2008. (32 pages) '

26. Resolution from ROOKS to the CRRWC Board dated March 29, 2004 approving the $8 per

-month Special Assessment Fee. (2 pages) -

27. The CRRWC “Condensed 20 Year Project Report and Explanation of Expenditures and
Assessments” with a list of projects to be completed withi the Special Assessment Funds on
pages 10 and 11. (27 pages)

28. Spreadsheet, prepared by TRUCKE, of purchases made with Assessment Funds as indicated
in records received from Jacquie ROOKS, James ROOKS, John COMBS, and Craig
SOULE with their documentation attached. (24 pages)

29. Copy of the CRRWC Washington Mutual Bank Check #7253 to First-American Title for .

-$15,000.00 and the CRRWC Washington Mutual Check #7301 to First American Title for
$15,476.95. These two checks were used to purchase property at 8820 SW Crater Loop,
Crooked River Ranch in April 2001. (2 pages)

30. CRRWC resolution from ROOKS to the CRRWC Board dated April 8, 2001 to purchase
property at 8820 SW Crater Loop. (4 pages) ' :

31. CRRWC resolution from ROOKS to the CRRWC Board dated Augnst 11, 1999 approving .
the use of Company Equipment by employees and the Board. And page 45 of the 2004
Employee Policies Handbook about Use of Company Equipment. (2 pages}

32. Spreadsheet prepared by TRUCKE, using the CRRWC QuickBooks records, listing

" payments to the Reimbursement Account from ROOKS for 2003 to 2005. And listing the
payments for 2000 to 09/05/2007. (5 pages) '

33. CRRWC resolution from ROOKS to the CRRWC Board dated September 27, 2005 to
purchase track hoe and hammer. (1 page) '

- 34. Non negotiated check #1026 for $25,000 from Rooks Enterprises, LLC to show purchase of
track hoe. Plus additional information, purchase order and invoices, on track hoe provided
by ROOKS. (4 pages) ‘

35. Two CRRWC Washington Mutual Bank checks to Cascade Machinery Company for the

- purchase of the hammer, check #3470, and for a down payment on the track hoe, check
#3469. (1 page) ' '

36. Spreadsheet prepared by TRUCKE, using the CRRWC QuickBooks tecords, listing a
summary of money paid by the CRRWC to ROOKS, his family, and their companies for
2001 to 2005 and for 2001 to 2007 with attached QuickBooks records. (99 pages)

37. List of CRRWC Board members, 1999 10 2006. (1 page)

38. Copy of records received from the Jefferson County District Attorney. (41 pages)
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39. Email from ROOKS, received December 14, 2007, in reference to the use of Rooks
Enterprise equipment exclusively for the CRRWC. (2 pages)
* 40. Spreadsheet prepared by TRUCKE of Profit and Loss statements and Balance Sheets
. summarizing QuickBooks records from January 2006 and October 2007 with attached
QuickBooks records. (56 pages) .
41. Spreadsheet of summarized information on the purchase of the track hoe, prepared by
- TRUCKE, using the CRRWC QuickBooks records and records received from CNH Capital,
Sage Insurance, ROOKS, and Cascade Machinery Company. (6 pages) '
42. Time line, prepared by TRUCKE, covering informatior gathered during this investigation.
(6 pages) : '
43. CRRWC payments for 2000 to 2005 to Rooks Enterprise, We Can Do Services, Wayne’s
Body Shop, Greg SUTTON, Star Excavations & Trucking, and Scott Enterprises. (7 pages)
44. Warranty Deed for.sale of SCOTT’s CRRWC property (1 page); Warranty Deed for sale of
KEEN’s CRRWC property (1 page), and a Bargain and Sale Deed which adds SCOTT and
KEEN to ROOKS’ property (1 page). (Total -3 pages)

45. Copies of deposited checks from deposit of $69,000 to the Community First Bank. (1z
pages) - :

46. Spreadsheet, prepared by TRUCKE using the CRRWC QuickBooks payroll records, listing
the hours worked by James and Jacquie ROOKS. (25 pages) '

47. List of items purchased by ROOKS using CRRWC funds. Prepared by TRUCKE using
records provided by Facquie ROOKS. (3 pages) :
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