
















From: robin kostrikin
To: Public Comments; Rachel Hagerty
Cc: Bryan Libel; Josh Brown
Subject: EXTERNAL: Public testimony June 17, 2026 Agenda # 5 A Vote of No Confidence=DA
Date: Tuesday, June 16, 2026 5:36:01 AM

[NOTICE:  This message originated outside of Tillamook County -- DO NOT CLICK on links or
open attachments unless you are sure the content is safe.]

Good morning Commissioners,

I am writing today as a concerned citizen regarding the recent independent
investigation into the Tillamook County District Attorney’s Office and the issues that
have been raised publicly.

After reviewing the report in full, I found the investigator’s work to be thorough,
detailed and credible. Based on the findings, however, I have lost confidence in the
current leadership of the District Attorney’s Office. I support a vote of no confidence.
The report was deeply disturbing and revealed concerns that were far more serious
than I had anticipated.

My concerns are not based on a single issue, but rather a pattern of experiences and
information that have raised questions over time. For example, when I previously
inquired about the prosecution timeline in a sexual abuse case involving a former
Nestucca School District Alternative Education teacher, I did not receive a clear
explanation from Ms. Olson regarding mandatory reporting laws, the delays involved,
or the circumstances surrounding the reduction of charges from a felony to a
misdemeanor. Instead, I was referred back to the school district. That response did
not address my concerns and contributed to my uncertainty regarding the handling of
the case.

I am also troubled by what appears to be significant delays in bringing serious
criminal cases to trial, as well as questions regarding case outcomes, scheduling
practices, and adherence to proper legal procedures. Additionally, the treatment of
employees, law enforcement partners, victims, and victim-rights advocates described
in the report raises serious concerns. Delays and management issues can have
lasting impacts on victims, families, and public confidence in the justice system.

I was particularly appalled by what I perceived during Ms. Olson’s interview as an
unwillingness to accept responsibility for the operation of her office. She seemed to
have a complete lack of empathy for victims as well as a disregard for law
enforcement and victims advocates. I was also disappointed that some individuals
declined to participate in the investigation rather than contributing information that
could have helped provide a more complete understanding of the issues involved.

Additionally, I am shocked regarding the efforts by Ms. Olson to identify a
whistleblower in the sheriff's department and allegations of retaliation.  Employees
must be able to report concerns without fear of retaliation, and any perception that
whistleblowers are not protected undermines confidence in the integrity of public
institutions. What about actions taken by our DDA's that were inappropriate? How will
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they be held accountable as county employees? 

I would also appreciate clarification from county leadership regarding when concerns
about the District Attorney’s Office first became known, particularly any information
that may have been known before the matter became public. Transparency in this
area is essential to maintaining public trust. Specifically, I would like to understand the
reasoning behind informing Ms. Olson of the investigation in November while not
disclosing the existence of the investigation to the public at that time.

I appreciate the Board’s decision to authorize an independent investigation. However,
I continue to question why it took so long for the report to become public. My
understanding is that the investigation began in November and that the report was
completed on February 17, pending redaction’s. Yet, the report was not released until
after ballots had been mailed and many citizens had already voted. As a result, voters
did not have access to this information before the election. I would appreciate an
explanation of the decision-making process that led to the timing of the report’s
release.

I also have questions regarding discussions about stipends and bonding
requirements. While accountability is important, I am concerned about creating
precedents that could potentially be misapplied to future elected officials. If the
County chooses to pursue such measures, I believe clear standards and safeguards
should be established to ensure that any action is applied fairly, consistently, and
without political influence.

Another concern involves statements indicating that some individuals like
Commissioner Bell were aware of these issues long before these complaints were
brought to your Human Resources Department, but said nothing.  Transparency
regarding those decisions is important to restoring public trust.

It is important to recognize that the District Attorney is an elected position and that
there are limits to direct county authority. However, elected officials remain
accountable to the public they serve, and it is appropriate for county leaders and
citizens to expect transparency, professionalism, ethical conduct, and effective
leadership from all public officials and employees.

These concerns extend beyond any one individual. They affect crime victims, law
enforcement partnerships, county employees, and the public’s confidence in the
justice system. Regardless of differing perspectives, I believe we can all agree that
public office is a public trust.

I respectfully ask that the Board of Commissioners continue pursuing all lawful and
appropriate avenues to ensure accountability, protect employees who report
concerns, and restore public confidence in the integrity of the District Attorney’s
Office.

I am also exploring other avenues for accountability, including encouraging victims,
victim-rights advocates, employees, and community members to file complaints with
the Oregon State Bar, the Oregon Attorney General, and the US Department of
Justice if they believe such action is warranted. 



Finally, I plan to attend the July trial involving Jeremy Davidson to support the victim.
My hope is that there will be no further delays. The case has already been pending
for approximately eighteen months, and the victim has endured a lengthy process.
Cases involving allegations of serious crimes deserve timely resolution whenever
possible, both for victims and for the integrity of the justice system.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely, 

Robin Kostrikin

Pacific City








































































