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Background 

2. On June 21, 2023, Animal Services issued violation notice V23014266-A23003430 to Mr. 
Vu for neglecting Ms. Fazio’s dogs, Legs and Max. Ex. D6. Mr. Vu appealed. Ex. D7. 
The matter was referred to the Prosecuting Attorney’s Office (PAO) for potentially 
criminal charges, so on July 23, 2023, we stayed the examiner matter. After the PAO 
denied to file charges, we went to hearing on July 18, 2024.  

Hearing Testimony 

Lynn Fazio Testimony 

3. Lynn Fazio testified that she was out of town on May 21, and she had asked her 
neighbor, Mr. Vu, to watch her dogs [Legs and Max]. In the middle of the night, she 
received a call from Mr. Vu saying that Legs had bitten him; he also sent her a photo of 
his bloody hand. Ms. Fazio thought it was out of character for Legs to bite, so that night 
she checked her cameras to see what had happened. Ex. D4. Ms. Fazio could not sleep 
after viewing such disturbing camera footage; she left the hotel and came home.  

4. Before Ms. Fazio left for her trip, they were amid a project and had crown molding 
laying out. The molding was in one piece and did not have blood on it. It was cracked 
and had blood on it upon their return. Ex. D5 at 007–15.  

5. The next day, her husband confronted Mr. Vu. Mr. Vu initially denied what happened, 
but changed his answer once her husband explained that they had video.  

6. Legs is a 15-18 pound rescue animal. Prior to the incident, Legs was sensitive to people 
touching a spot on his head. If Ms. Fazio or someone else touched that part of his head, 
Legs would always give a small warning yelp. Ms. Fazio believes Legs would have let out 
a warning yelp if Mr. Vu touched his head. Ms. Fazio has never seen Legs nip at anyone. 
Upon returning home, Ms. Fazio did not notice that Legs was in (physical) pain, but Legs 
was sensitive when she went to pet him, like he was concerned with people touching 
him. 

7. Max’s behavior in the videos is not his normal behavior; he looks stressed. He is 
normally a very easy-going, laid-back dog.  

8. Ms. Fazio does not force feed her dogs, and she did not tell Mr. Vu to feed them that 
way. She normally just leaves food in their dish.  

9. Ms. Fazio lives directly across the street from Mr. Vu and can see what goes on there. 
Mr. Vu will regularly be forceful with his dogs; it is the same behavior she saw him do in 
the videos. A week before the hearing, Ms. Fazio saw Mr. Vu trying to force his pit bull 
to eat. He told the dog to get back and then raised his arm. The gesture caused the dog 
to cower. Ms. Fazio has not seen Mr. Vu hit his dogs, but she had heard him excessively 
scold them.  
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Loc Vu Testimony 

10. Loc Vu apologized for what happened that night. He does not refute or deny anything. 
He is looking for grace. He should have had more self-control, but he completely lost it. 
He testified that he was terribly drunk that night. He had a “crazy desire” to gain control 
of the situation, which led to him being forceful. He had built-up anger; once he started, 
he could not stop, though he wishes he had.  

11. Mr. Vu has watched the dogs many times. Max used to be Mr. Vu’s dog; however, due to 
financial issues he gave Max to Ms. Fazio.  

12. Mr. Vu is trying to get batter. He has stopped drinking to get drunk; he used to have four 
to five beers, and now will only have a beer here or there. He now speaks to a deacon 
and signed up for therapy for stress and anger management. This incident was a breaking 
point for him.  

13. Mr. Vu is the only bread winner in his house; he also supports his parents. The fines 
would be a financial hardship, and he asked to pay them in installments.  

14. Mr. Vu said he does not abuse his dogs. The gesture he used that Ms. Fazio referred was 
the gesture to sit. He will raise his voice to verbally correct his dogs.  

Legal Standards 

15. Did Loc Vu “cause or allow [Legs and/or Max] to endure pain, suffering or injury”? 
KCC 11.04.250.A.2. 

16. In determining that, we do not grant substantial weight or otherwise accord deference to 
agency determinations. Exam. R. XV.F.3. For those matters or issues raised in an appeal 
statement, Animal Services bears the burden of proving by a preponderance of the 
evidence both the violation and the appropriateness of the remedy it has imposed. KCC 
20.22.080.G; .210.B. 

Analysis 

Events 

17. The video speaks for itself. Ex. D4. And it is stomach churning.  

18. The 8:44:44 video1 shows Legs go to his customary window seat. Mr. Vu gently strokes 
Legs’s head. Legs reacts strongly and negatively to Mr. Vu’s gesture. While Ms. Fazio 
testified that Legs was sensitive to people touching a spot on his head, there is nothing to 
indicate that Mr. Vu knew (or an average person should have known) that gently stroking 
a dog would trigger that response. Legs goes ballistic, barking and trying to turn on Mr. 
Vu. Mr. Vu responds by grabbing the scruff of Legs’ neck, a proportionate response to 

 
1 There is about a two-second discrepancy between when the file says it started (20:44:42) and the starting timestamp on 
the screen itself (8:44:44). We will use the actual screen counter, and the p.m. on the screen, instead of the time (in 
military hours) listed on the file. 
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prevent a bite. The action drops below the camera view (blocked by the counter), but 
Legs apparently bites Mr. Vu, and Mr. Vu reacts by immediately striking Legs once. Legs 
runs off and Mr. Vu goes to the sink to wash the bite. If that was where the action stopped 
for the night, we would conclude that nothing Mr. Vu did in that first minute was even 
objectionable, let alone sanctionable.  

19. Sadly, that was only the beginning. Rather than leave Legs alone, Mr. Vu leaves the 
kitchen area to pursue Legs. He then returns empty-handed to the kitchen and nurses his 
wound, before heading off-screen again in search of the dogs. That video ends at 
8:46:45. 

20. Almost four minutes elapse before the next video starts at 8:50:46. Max enters the 
kitchen, followed by Mr. Vu. Mr. Vu gently pets Max (his former dog) and calmly asks 
Max to go to his food. Max gleefully runs to his food. All good. 

21. However, when Max does not respond quickly enough to Mr. Vu’s commands to eat his 
food, Mr. Vu grabs Max’s head. Max yelps in distress. Mr. Vu then grabs Max’s paw 
along with his head. Mr. Vu proceeds to grab Max’s snout and hold it closed, to which 
Max yelps and cries some more, before breaking loose.  

22. Mr. Vu goes off screen and calls to Legs to come out of wherever Legs was hiding. Mr. 
Vu then has a normal interaction with Max in the kitchen, before hunting again for Legs. 
Unfortunately, he tracks Legs down in a corner, though until the video ends at 8:54:32, 
nothing untoward seems to happen. 

23. The next video begins at 8:55:22, with Legs retreating to his original spot by the window 
and Mr. Vu in pursuit. Legs escapes again. Mr. Vu expresses “mother-f***er” and goes 
after Legs as if on a mission. More of Mr. Vu’s cursing, and some yelping, happen 
offscreen before that video shuts off at 8:55:57. The back driveway camera provides 
more (and clearer) audio for that period. 

24. When the kitchen camera comes back on at the 8:56:16, we hear Legs crying offscreen a 
little and see a distressed Max return to the kitchen panting and returning to his pillow. 
That video ends at 8:56:52. In the video starting at 8:57:34, we observe Mr. Vu walking 
around, having seemingly calmed down, and then calling nicely to Legs. The situation 
seems to have smoothed itself. 

25. Unfortunately, that is instead where things turn really ugly. In the video that starts 2½ 
minutes later at 9:00:36, Mr. Vu returns caring Legs in an unnatural position, binding his 
feet together, and tosses Legs in a corner, before screaming at the top of his lungs at 
Legs. We cannot see what happened back there, but Mr. Vu returns to the sink, washes 
his bitten hand, and over a minute after he left Legs in the corner and had time to catch 
his breath, he instead returns to Legs with a vengeance, picking up a long piece of crown 
molding. We cannot see what Mr. Vu is doing to Legs, behind the boxes, with the crown 
molding, but Legs is screaming until that video cuts off at 9:02:27. 

26. The 9:03:03 video has Mr. Vu returning to the sink before exiting the camera. Max 
returns to his pad, and he and Legs walk over to Legs’ windowsill. Neither dog is barking 
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or even approaching Mr. Vu. Yet Mr. Vu passes them, retrieves a long piece of crown 
molding, and starts beating Legs with it, as Max retreats. He strikes at Legs five times 
before the molding breaks in half. Yet even that does not deter Mr. Vu, beating Legs 
approximately five more times with the shortened stick.  

27. There is one silver lining. After viewing the video (9:03:33–:41) and looking at the 
pictures of the bloody crown molding in preparing for the hearing, our assumption was 
that Mr. Vu hit Legs with enough force that it was Legs’ blood left on the molding. Ex. 
D5 at 007–09, 015. Drilling down, our initial assumption was incorrect.  

28. In several videos we see Mr. Vu looking at his bitten left hand. He rinses it just before he 
grasps the molding, then does not dry his hands, meaning his blood, mixed with water, 
would be fairly liquid when he grabbed the crown molding. His bloodied left hand is 
near the base of the crown molding, while his right hand is further up the shaft. When 
the shaft snaps, he strikes Legs with the remnant in his right hand. The remnant 
remaining in Mr. Vu’s left (bloody) hand has a V-notch at the broken end and comes 
nowhere close to Max.  

29. Looking at the molding pictures Ms. Fazio took the next day, the blood is near the base 
of the broken portion with the V-notch at its broken end. At no time during the assault 
did that piece of the crown molding come near Legs; Mr. Vu struck Legs with the 
opposite end of what was first long, unbroken piece of molding and later became the 
broken piece Mr. Vu held in his right hand. The blood on the piece with the V-notch is 
exactly where one would expect it if grasped near the base with a bloody hand. And as 
Ms. Fazio candidly volunteered, Legs did not seem physically injured upon her return the 
following morning. We find that the only blood shed that night was Mr. Vu’s.  

Application of Law to Facts 

30. There really is not much to say.  

31. As to Legs, Mr. Vu had ample time to get control of himself, between Legs biting him at 
approximately 8:45:41 and Mr. Vu beating Legs with the crown molding approximately 
18 minutes later. Unfortunately, rather than control himself during the time, he had what 
he described as a “crazy desire” to control the dogs. Mr. Vu caused Legs to endure at 
least pain and suffering, if not injury, violating KCC 11.04.250.A.2.  

32. As to Max, approximately five minutes elapsed between Legs’ bite and Mr. Vu getting 
physical with Max. And the interaction with Max did not start in an agitated way. Mr. Vu 
gently pet Max, calmly asked Max to go to his food, and Max gleefully obeyed his former 
master. Yet all Max needed to do to trigger Mr. Vu was simply not eat his food quickly 
enough to satisfy Mr. Vu. Mr. Vu grabs Max’s head, and despite Max yelping in distress, 
Mr. Vu tries to physically dominate Max, grabbing Max’s paw along with his head, 
leaving Max in obvious pain. Still Mr. Vu cannot leave well enough alone, grabbing 
Max’s snout and holding it closed, causing Max to yelp and cry some more. That alone 
would be sufficient to find that Mr. Vu caused Legs to endure pain and suffering, but the 
obvious distress Max remains in as Mr. Vu ratchets things up with Legs for the next 
dozen minutes or so seals the deal. We uphold that violation as well. 
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33. As to the penalty amount, Mr. Vu gets some credit for generally accepting responsibility 
and for not minimizing or refuting what happened that night, for cutting back on his 
alcohol consumption, and for seeking therapy for stress and anger management. (He 
should probably add work with a trainer, to learn non-physical-force methods of 
managing his dogs’ behavior.) Yet his behavior to Legs was so egregious that we will not 
reduce the penalty. Conversely, his behavior to Max was on a lower plane; taken in 
tandem with his overall response to the evening, we will somewhat reduce that penalty. 
Mr. Vu may or may not be able to work out a payment plan with Animal Services, but 
that is not in our purview. 

 
DECISION: 
 
1. As to Legs, we sustain the violation and $500 penalty. 

2. As to Max, we sustain the violation but reduce the penalty from $500 to $350. 

 
ORDERED July 31, 2024. 
 
 

 
 David Spohr 
 Hearing Examiner 
 
 

NOTICE OF RIGHT TO APPEAL 
 

King County Code 20.22.040 directs the Examiner to make the County’s final decision for this 
type of case. This decision shall be final and conclusive unless appealed to superior court by 
August 30, 2024. Either party may appeal this decision by applying for a writ of review in 
superior court in accordance with chapter 7.16 RCW. 
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MINUTES OF THE JULY 18, 2024, HEARING IN THE APPEAL OF LOC VU, 

REGIONAL ANIMAL SERVICES OF KING COUNTY  
FILE NO. V23014266-A23003430 

 
David Spohr was the Hearing Examiner in this matter. Participating in the hearing were Chelsea 
Eykel, Lynn Fazio, and Loc Vu. A verbatim recording of the hearing is available in the Hearing 
Examiner’s Office. 
 
The following exhibits were offered and entered into the record by Animal Services: 
 
Exhibit no. D1 Regional Animal Services of King County staff report  
Exhibit no. D2 RASKC investigation report no. A23003430 
Exhibit no. D3 Online Complaint form of May 20, 2023, incident by Lynn Fazio, dated 

May 21, 2023 
Exhibit no. D4 Surveillance videos 
Exhibit no. D5 Photograph of Legs and the broody broken molding 
Exhibit no. D6 Notice of violation no. V23014266-A23003430, issued June 21, 2023 
Exhibit no. D7 Appeal, received July 16, 2023 
Exhibit no. D8 Map of subject area 
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SUBJECT: Regional Animal Services of King County file no. V23014266-A23003430 
 

LOC VU 
Animal Services Enforcement Appeal 

 
I, Lauren Olson, certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that 
I transmitted the REPORT AND DECISION to those listed on the attached page as follows: 
 

 EMAILED to all County staff listed as parties/interested persons and parties with e-mail 
addresses on record. 

 
 placed with the United States Postal Service, through Quadient-Impress, with sufficient 
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 Lauren Olson 
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