


The concerns with the apparent discrepancy centered around whether Kent Vander Kamp had been untruthful in the 

course of his official duties. As required by our legal and ethical obligations, our office initiated a full investigation to 

determine whether his conduct affected his credibility as a witness in criminal prosecutions. 

In November 2024, prior to the Sheriff's election, the DA's Office reached out to Kent Vander Kamp's attorney to notify 

him of the perceived discrepancy and to give him an opportunity to clear up any misunderstanding. On November 12, 

2024, District Attorney Steve Gunnels met with Kent Vander Kamp's attorney to discuss the matter. The explanation 

given during that meeting was that Kent Vander Kamp had not in fact graduated from the University of Southern 

California or the University of Arizona. The District Attorney was told that Vander Kamp was claiming that the 

curriculum vitae submitted in the previously mentioned 20 I 3 trial had been prepared by someone other than Vander 

Kamp and that he had simply failed to read it thoroughly before he submitted that document to the Oregon State Police 

and before he testified at trial. The attorney was informed that the investigation would continue, and he was invited to 

produce any information to the DA's Office that he believed would be relevant to the DA's Office review process. 

All attorneys in the DA's Office with pending cases involving Vander Kamp were directed to not call him as a witness 

until further notice (there were two such cases identified at that time). 

As part of our investigation into this matter, we first identified and documented Kent A. Vander Kamp's educational 

background. We then examined the various CVs Deputy SheriffVander Kamp submitted to OSP. We then compared 

whether the information he provided on his CV s was consistent with the known and documented educational background 

we found. Because we did find material misrepresentations and apparent contradictions in Deputy SheriffVander Kamp's 

CVs, we then examined if Deputy SheriffVander Kamp testified falsely under oath, consistent with these 

misrepresentations. 

We then thoroughly investigated this matter aud gave Vander Kamp ample time to provide information that would 

alleviate our concerns. None was forthcoming. 

Our Obligations and Process 

In the 1963 landmark case of Brady v. Maryland (1963), the United States Supreme Court held that government 

disclosure of exculpatory and impeachment evidence is part of the constitutional guarantee to a fair trial. The U.S. 

Supreme Court decision in Giglio v. United States (1972) extended the holding in Brady to encompass material affecting 

the credibility of a state witness. This holding requires the disclosure of exculpatory and impeachment evidence when 

such evidence is material to guilt or punishment. Because they are Constitutional obligations, Brady/Giglio evidence must 

be disclosed regardless of whether the defendant makes a request for exculpatory or impeachment evidence. Failure to 

provide such evidence, if it is known or in the possession of the state, may constitute a Due Process violation. 

If a prosecutor has reason to believe that a witness engaged in acts of dishonesty, the prudent prosecutor should determine 

if in fact such evidence does exist. This investigation focused only on a historical examination of the accuracy of then­

Deputy SheriffVander Kamp's various CVs and the truthfulness of Deputy SheriffVander Kamp's testimony in three 

criminal cases. 
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Key Findings from the Investigation 

A thorough investigation was conducted by the DCDA's Office. It must be noted for the purpose of this investigation that 

the absence of records/transcripts is just as critical as the presence of actual educational records. Based on obtained 

verified transcripts and the non-existence of other educational records, the investigation documented the following 
timeline of Kent A. Vander Kamp's Educational Background: 

1. In 199 I, Kent A. Vander Kamp Received a High School Degree

Kent A. Vander Kamp graduated from Bravo Medical Magnet High School in 1991.

2. From 1991-1998 Kent A. Vander Kamp Attended Various Community Colleges.

Kent A. Vander Kamp attended the following community colleges without receiving any type of degree: 
• 1991 to 1994- Los Angeles Community College
• 1994 to 1996 Grossmont-Cuyamaca Community College
• 1996 Butte College
• 1997-1998 Ohlone College
• I 998 Glendale Community College
• 1998 Allan Hancock College

3. In 1999 Kent A. V ander Kamp Received a Bachelor of Science in Business Management Degree from the

University of Phoenix

Transcripts obtained from the University of Phoenix document that on September 14, 1999, Kent A. Vander Kamp was 

awarded a Bachelor of Sciences Degree in Business Management. These transcripts also list the credits he received from 

the earlier community colleges. 

4. In 2009 Deputy SheriffVander Kamp Attended Clatsop Community College.

Kent A. Vander Kamp attended this college in 2009. 

5. In 2014 Deputy SheriffVander Kamp received his Master of Business Administration Degree from Trident

University International.

Kent A. Vander Kamp attended Trident University from 2012-2014 and received his Master's Degree in Business 

Administration on March 30, 2014. 

B. Kent A. Vander Kamp Did Not Attend or Receive Degrees from the University of Southern California or the

University of Arizona.

During the course of this investigation, we received information that Deputy SheriffVander Kamp represented in past 
CVs that he received degrees from the University of Southern California (USC) and from the University of Arizona (UA). 

Our investigation established that Kent A. Vander Kamp did not attend, nor was he ever enrolled at, nor did he receive 

any degrees from USC or UA. To be clear, the absence of these records and transcripts as well as USC's and.UA's 
response demonstrate that Kent A. Vander Kamp was never enrolled as a student at these universities, nor did he receive 

any degrees from these universities. Attached are the responses from USC and UA. Confirmation that he did not attend 
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A: Okay. So then in December of 2011, I was certified as a drug recognition expert for DUis involving impairment of 

alcohol or a combination of alcohol and drugs. 
Q: And can you tell us a little bit about your general background and education? 

A: In 1995, I graduated the University of Southern California with a degree in business management. In 1997, I 

graduated from the University of Arizona with a degree in - or a master's degree in business management. In 

2007, I graduated with my degree in emergency medicine from COCC, here locally. And I'm currently in a PhD 

program for public administration. ( emphasis added) 

1. Investigative Findings

Deputy SheriffVander Kamp testified that he graduated from USC with a degree in Business Management and a Master's 
Degree in Business Administration from UA. Based on the records we have received from USC and UA, this testimony is 

demonstrably false. 

B. State v. Miller- Court# MI121144

Deputy SheriffVander Kamp testified October 3-4, 2013. He was called as a witness on October 3, 2013. Below is the 

relevant excerpt of his testimony: 

Pages 4:16-25; 5:5-3 

THE CLERK: Go ahead and step forward right in front of the microphone. Do you solemnly swear the testimony 

you shall provide in the matter now pending shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 

you God? 

Kent VanderKamp 

Was thereupon called as a witness on behalf of the State, and having been first duly sworn, was examined and 

testified as follows: 

THE WITNESS: I do. 

THE CLERK: Please take a seat in the witness stand. 
Pages 5: 12-6:6 

THE CLERK: Ifl can you state your full name and spell your last name? 

THE WITNESS: It's Deputy Kent VanderKamp, V a n  d e  r capital K a m p. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. BAXTER: 
Q Deputy V anderKamp, who are you currently employed with? 

A The Deschutes County Sheriffs Office. 
Q How long have you been employed with them? 
A Since March of 2004. 
Q Do you have any other law enforcement experience? 

A Prior to joining the Sheriff's Office full time, I was a emergency medical technician and aircraft pilot for 

the Sherifrs Office search and rescue team. And in March of 2004, I was hired as a reserve deputy sheriff, where I 

volunteered as a deputy. And then in October of 2008, I was hired full time as a p-atrol deputy. 

Page 27:14-23 

BY MR. BAXTER: 
Q I want to show you what's been marked as State's Exhibit 7 and then State's Exhibit 10. Beginning with 

State's Exhibit 7, do you recognize that? 

A Number 7? Yes. 
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Q And what is that? 

A This is my cnrricnlum vita. Or my resume. 

Q Is that a true and accurate depiction of your CV or resume? 

A It is. Yes. 

Page 28:9- I 4 

MR. BAXTER: Yonr Honor, State offers State's exhibits 7 and 10. 

MS. WEIKEL MAGDEN: No objection. 

THE COURT: Seven and 10 are received. 

(State's Exhibit Nos. 7 and 10 are received, 3:23 p.m.) 

State's Exhibit 7 is Deputy Sheriff's CV of9-26-2013. In State's Exhibit 7, Deputy SheriffVander Kamp 

includes in his list of educational achievements the following: 

1995- University of Southern California 

Los Angeles, California 

Bachelor of Science - Business Management 

1997 - University of Arizona 

Tucson, Arizona 

Master of Science - Business Management 

Attached is a copy of State Exhibit 7 admitted into evidence in State v. Miller. 

1. Investigative Findings

Deputy SheriffVander Kamp testified that his CV was a true and accurate depiction (including his educational 

background). Based on his sworn testimony, State's Exhibit 7 was introduced into evidence by the prosecutor and 

admitted into evidence by the court. The document that Deputy Sheriff V ander Kamp authenticated under oath listed that 

he graduated from USC with a Bachelor of Science and a Masters (sic) degree from UA with a degree in Business 

Management. This is incontrovertibly false based on the records we received from USC and UA. Furthermore, Deputy 

Sheriff Vander Kamp misled the prosecutor, the court and the jury by knowingly authoring and authenticating the veracity 

of a fraudulent document. 

C. State vs. Cline- Case #14FE0433

On November 3, 2015, Deputy SheriffVander Kamp was called as a witness and he was sworn to tell the truth. The 

prosecutor then asked him the following questions: 

Pages 4:8-25; 5: 1-2 

(Tuesday, November 3, 2015, 4:24 p.m.) 

PRO CEEDINGS 

(Whereupon, the following proceedings were held in open court, in the presence of the jury:) 

THE COURT: Next. witness. 

MR. CRUTCHLEY: Thank you. Thank you, Your Honor, I would call Detective VanderKamp to the stand. 

THE CLERK: Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you shall give in the matter now pending shall be the 

truth, the whole troth, and nothing bot the truth, so help you God? 
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Deputy SheriffVander Kamp testified that his CV marked as State Exhibit 2 was an accurate ("line-by-line") 

representation or reflection of his resume which he admittedly prepared. 

Based on his sworn testimony, State's Exhibit 2 was introduced into evidence by the prosecutor and admitted into 

evidence by the court. The document that Deputy Sheriff Vander Kamp authenticated under oath stated that he graduated 

from UA with a degree in Business Management. This is clearly untrue based on the records we received from UA. 

Furthermore, Deputy Sheriff Vander Kamp misled the prosecutor, the court and the jury by knowingly authenticating a 

fraudulent document. 

Attached to this report is State's Exhibit 2 (CV of Deputy SheriffVander Kamp from the Cline criminal case). 

After a comprehensive investigation by our office, it was determined that SheriffVander Kamp failed to adhere to ethical 

and legal standards required oflaw enforcement officers. On Monday, April 7, 2025, SheriffVander Kamp was officially 

placed on the Deschutes County District Attorney Office's Brady list. A "Brady list" or "Brady index" as a list oflaw 

enforcement officers that a prosecutor's office will not call as witnesses in criminal proceedings due to concerns about 

those officers' credibility. A Brady list is a mechanism by which prosecutors alert each other to an officer's credibility 

problems for future criminal cases and must be disclosed as potential impeachment evidence under the US Supreme Court 

decisions in Brady v. Maryland (1963) and Giglio v. United States (1972). 

SheriffVander Kamp, while serving as an expert witness in DUil prosecutions, testified falsely about his educational 

background, including while under oath. This misrepresentation directly compromised his reliability as an expert in 

multiple cases. 

In Oregon trials, jurors are instructed by the court to evaluate expert testimony, as follows: 

Oregon Jury Instruction on Expert Opinion Evidence: 

"To determine the value, if any, you will give to an expert's opinion, you should consider such things as the expert's 

qualifications, the expert's opportunity and ability to form the opinion, the expert's believability, �nd how the expert 

reached the opinion or conclusion." 

If there is a reason to believe that any witness has lied during their testimony, they are instructed as follows: 

Oregon Jury Instruction on Witness Credibility- False in Part: 

"If you find that a witness has intentionally lied in part of his or her testimony, you may, but are npt required to, distrust 

other portions of that witness's testimony." 

Upholding Credibility in the Justice System 

It is our legal and ethical obligation to investigate allegations of dishonesty and to disclose the results of our 

investigations. These investigations need to be thorough so that we do not come to a faulty, wrong, or improper 

conclusion. This investigation was as thorough as we can think about making it. After reviewing all available evidence, it 

became indisputably clear that when he testified as an expert witness, then Deputy Sheriff Vander Kamp provided false 

testimony and submitted contradictory and false records related to his education and background between approximately 

2013 and 2018. 
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