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MEDIA RELEASE
Fo r immediate release
The Jackson County Di strict Attorney' s Office announced today that Michae l Jarrod Bakkela
(DOB 12/9/78) was sentenced on a count of Arson in the First Degree, sixteen counts of
Criminal Mischief in the First Degree, and two counts of Animal Abuse in the First Degree in
Jackson County C ircuit Co urt. Mr. Bakke la entered pleas of no contest to these charges on May
4, 2022. Judge David Hoppe imposed a sentence of eleven years in the custody of the Oregon
Department of Corrections, fo llowed by three years of post-pri son supervision and restitution in
an amount to be determined.
The resolution in this case is not taken lightl y by the Jackson County District Attorney's Office.
It is not ideal , and frankly, nothing the criminal justice system can do wi ll make the victims of
Mr. Bakkela's fire whole. The loss of memories, irreplaceable heirl ooms and keepsakes, and the
consequences of higher taxes on new properti es cannot be quantified in a priso n sentence. The
general publ ic wi ll likely view Mr. Bakkela s punjshment as not severe enough. However, the
decision of the District Attorney's Office bri ngs fi nality to this ordeal for the victims. If this case
proceeded to trial, and Mr. Bakkela was convicted, those same fe lony convictions that are now
signed, sealed and de livered would be left for the Oregon Appellate Court System to review.
T he liti gation and review in the appellate system would likely take years and could very well
result in the dismissal of the felonies, leaving the State with onl y misdemeanor charges.
The Jackson County Grand Jury ind icted Mr. Bakkela on September 15, 2020. T he indictment
was a result of Mr. Bakkela 's actions on September 8, 2020.
On September 8, 2020, at some time after 4 :30 pm, a witness observed Mr. Bakkela use his truck
and a chain to pull open the locked ra ilroad gate on Dano Way. Thi s witness then observed the
truck get high centered on the railroad tracks as it tried to drive down the ra il s. During this time
the truck's wheels were spinning and he could see smoke coming fro m the truck. Eventually, the
truck stalled out, and rolled down fro m the tracks to a resting position in the tall grass. At some
po int, railroad employees drove by the scene in their truck and observed Mr. Bakkela with oil on
his arms carrying a gas can near the truck. At approx imate ly 5:00 pm, a resident hosing down
her backyard at 1109 Quail Lane, observed Mr. Bakkela wearing a white hard hat approximately
six hundred feet fro m her location kneel fo ur feet in fro nt of the truck. She stated when he stood
up she could see smoke start in the area. Thi s witness then called fo r her husband to come stop
Mr. Bakkela from leaving. When she saw Mr. Bakkela again on the railroad tracks he had on his
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hard hat, a chainsaw, two backpacks, and was pushing a bicycle. Her husband held Mr. Bakkela
at gun point until law enforcement arrived and took him into custody.
The Jackson County Sheriff Deputy searched Mr. Bakkela and seized a lighter from hi s pocket,
in addition to the two backpacks. Mr. Bakkela provided the deputy a statement, in which he
claimed that the vehicle had stalled out and he was tryi ng to get it started by putting gas into the
engine area. He claimed he actually got it started and moved the car about 20 feet before the
truck started smoking and he could see fire under the hood. This is when Mr. Bakkela claims he
grabbed his property and started walking down the railroad until being detained. The nex t day
the deputy provided the backpacks to detectives and a search warrant was executed. The
backpacks contained a flare, butane, methamphetamine, plyers, cell pho ne, a switch mechanism,
bottle of 2-cycle oil , and a Medford Police Department po lo shirt.
On September I 0, 2020, at about 8:45 am, Oregon State Police arson investigato rs arrived at the
scene of the fire caused by Mr. Bakkela. These investigators determined that based upon burn
patterns, fire dynamics, and witness statements the fire was intentionall y set with an origin about
fifteen feet north of the truck and driven by the wind in a northwestern direction. The truck itself
was consumed by the lower intensity back burn of the fire. Several soil samples were taken
around and inside the area of o rigi n and sent to the lab to test for accelerants. All test results
returned '·no ignitable liquid residue."
The fire started by Mr. Bakkela on September 8, 2020 burned in a northwesterly direction and
destroyed and/or damaged Rogue Soi l, Northwest Hemp Growers Industria l Hemp Farm , and
fourteen res idences on Hoyt Lane, W G lenwood Road, and Voorhies Road. The fire also killed
several animals in the vicinity.
The Di strict Attorney ' s Office made a Touhy request to the Federal Government through the
Department of Commerce to a llow a local National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
meteorologist to testify in this trial. A Touhy request is the forma l process to request permission
for a federal empl oyee to testi fy in state court because state subpoenas are not enforceable
aga inst federal employees. The testimony would have explained relati ve humidity, wind speed,
wind direction, and red flag warnings. Thi s testimo ny would 've helped to bui ld an evidentiary
record to support a finding there was "a risk of serious physical injury" under the conditions
present. The Office of General Counsel for the Department of Commerce in Washington D. C.
denied the request.
The current Oregon case law relies upon a 1983 case, Stale v. Whitley, 295 Or. 455 (1983), when
determining what " property means in the arson statute. The case first delineates that the Orego n
Legislature chose to break from the Model Penal Code, w hich defines arso n in pertinent part as
"A person commits a felony *** if he purposely starts a fire*** and thereby recklessly: (a)
places another person in danger of death o r bodil y injury ; or (b) places a building or occupied
structure of another in danger of damage or destruction." This court notes that the Oregon
Legislature in defi ning arson decided to add the word '·property" in the statutory language ''by
starting a fire ... the person intentionally damages any property .. . and such act recklessly
places ... •· The court further states ... we do no t know why Oregon· s legislature required that the
defendant intentionally damage ·property ' by starting a fire before this crime can be completed,
but in any event thi s is a deviation fro m the Model Penal Code. The term '·property" is defined

as an item that has value, and the Court fu11her states that " symbolic value" or "value in use" is
not sufficient to meet the legislative purpose. " Value" is discussed further in Stale ex rel Juv.
Dept. v. Deford, 177 Or. App . 555 (2001), and this court states, " Fundamentally, fo r an item to
have market value, there must be a market for the item in which willing buyers and sellers
engage in arm ' s- length transactions, in which the item is traded for val ue." It goes further to
state when there is no market for the item, the value becomes speculative and " speculative worth,
however, is not enough; 'value' for purposes of the relevant definition of property, cannot be
established in the abstract or by theoretical suppos ition."
ln Mr. Bakkela's fire the arson investigator states the origin of the fire is approximately fifteen
feet in front of the truck. In thi s vicinity there is a small pa11 of a rag found with some sticks that
look out of place. Those item s were sent to the crime lab for testing and came back negative for
any accelerants. The area where the fire appears to originate contains only grass, shrubbery, and
some trees. The State planned to argue that the purpose of the fire was to burn the truck, but
none of the area leading from the origin area to the truck contained accelerants according to lab
testing. The investigators report even indicates that the truck was consumed by the back burn of
the fire, which was being driven northwesterly by the w ind.

However, the State was still prepared to argue in the alternative a novel theory of arson based
upon "transferred intent." This is the legal doctrine that means if a person intends an act and
result, but the result occurs to someone or something that the person did not intend it towards,
that person is still responsible fo r the initial intent toward my target. The theory is typically
applied in shooting cases where a person shoots to kill person "A" but misses and hits and kills
person " B." Thi s would make the person guilty of murdering (intending to kill) person "B" even
though thi s was not the intended target. In the State of Oregon, there is no case law reviewing
the application of "transferred intent" to arson charges. Any conviction resulting out of trial for
" intentional" or '·with intent" conduct under thi s theory would have likely resulted in an appeal
to the Oregon Appellate Courts and several years of litigation with the potential of havi ng any of
these " intentional" convictions overturned and likely dismissed. In this situati on, Mr. Bakkela
would have only been facing misdemeanor charges.
On the day of this fire, the Almeda fire that started in Ashland and advanced north through the
Rogue Valley, was still predominate ly burning east of Highway 99 on the outskirts of Phoenix
when Mr. Bakkela started his fire at approximately 5:00pm. Evidence supports that the fire
started by Mr. Bakkela never goes east of the railroad tracks running through Phoeni x, and the
Almeda fire doesn't burn west of those same railroad tracks. Contrary to the internet speculation
and multiple theories being discussed in the community, there is no evidence at thi s time to
indicate Mr. Bakkela had any involvement in igniting the Almeda fire. The Almeda
investigation is till on-going and a priority for local law enforcement.
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