February 8, 2024

OFFICE OF THE HEARING EXAMINER
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON
Telephone (206) 477-0860
hearingexaminer(@kingcounty.gov

www.kingcounty.gov/independent/hearing-examiner

ORDER ON MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION
SUB]ECT: Regional Animal Services of King County file no. V23014888-A23005990

ANTHONY REILE

Animal Services Enforcement Appeal
Activity no.:  A23005990

Appellant: Anthony Reile

Seattle, WA 98118

Telephone:
Email:

King County: Regional Animal Services of King County
represented by Chelsea Eykel
Regional Animal Services of King County
21615 64th Avenue S
Kent, WA 98032
Telephone: (206) 263-5968
Email: raskcappeals@kingcounty.gov

On January 2, we sent a notice for a January 29 hearing by email and mail. In our notice we
wrote that:

M. Reile’s appeal is limited 11 words, that Toule and Cushman are deceased and
the accusations are false. That does not meet the requirement that an appeal must
state specific reasons why Animal Services’ notice and order should be reversed
or modified. KCC 20.22.080.C. For example, does he agree that Toule and
Cushman were there on October 7 but dispute whether they were tethered,
unlicensed, or doing something threatening or potentially dangerous, and that he
had since euthanized them? Is it instead that Toule and Cushman were deceased
before October 7 and he had other dogs present that day? Or does he deny that
he had any connection to the dogs involved in the alleged October 7 altercationr
Something elser
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We will provide Mr. Reile until January 11, 2024, to submit an amended appeal
statement explaining what he thinks is false about the notice and order. Otherwise, we
will dismiss his appeal.

We also wrote in the Amendment section:

Mr. Reile has until January 11, 2024, to submit an amended appeal statement stating
specific reasons why Animal Services’ notice and order should be reversed or modified.
(See 5.B. above.) Otherwise, we will dismiss his appeal. Email that statement to

hearingexaminer@kingcounty.gov and raskcappeals@kingcounty.gov.

On January 3, Mr. Reile emailed us, replying on the email with our hearing notice, saying he was
out of town and needed to reschedule. Having received the order, he did not express any
confusion or ask any questions as to why he needed to submit an amended appeal. On January
5, Mr. Reile replied to our email requesting his availability and said February 9 was good for him.

On January 11, we sent our notice for a February 9 hearing. We wrote:

Mr. Reile’s appeal is limited 11 words, that [his dogs] Toule and Cushman are
deceased and the accusations are false. That does not meet the requirement that
an appeal must state specific reasons why Animal Services’ notice and order
should be reversed or modified. KCC 20.22.080.C. For example, does he agree
that Toule and Cushman were there on October 7 but dispute whether they were
tethered, unlicensed, or doing something threatening or potentially dangerous,
and that he had since euthanized them? Is it instead that Toule and Cushman
were deceased before October 7 and he had o#her dogs present that day? Or does
he deny that he had any connection to the dogs involved in the alleged October 7
altercation? Something else?

We stated (emphasis in original) that we would:

provide Mr. Reile until January 19, 2024, to submit an amended appeal statement
explaining what he thinks is false about the notice and order. Otherwise, we will
dismiss his appeal.

And we closed our hearing notice by reiterating that:

Amendments. Mr. Reile has until January 19, 2024, to submit an amended appeal
statement stating specific reasons why Animal Services’ notice and order should be
reversed or modified. (See 5.B. above.) Otherwise, we will dismiss his appeal. Email that

statement to hearingexaminer(@kingcounty.gov and raskcappeals@kingcounty.gov.

We did not receive anything from Mr. Reile by January 19, and thus on January 23 we issued our
dismissal order.
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On January 23 Mr. Reile emailed us, “Yes I want the date.” We again sent him our dismissal
order. On January 25, Mr. Reile emailed us that:

I just received notice that I missed a prehearing date on January 22nd, 2024 that I was
not aware of. I had received an email confirming my hearing date of February 9th, 2024.
Because I was not aware of this prehearing I missed the prehearing. Is there any
possibility of rescheduling?

That day, our office replied with:

In our notice that we issued on January 11 (attached), we stated that we would provide
“Mr. Reile until January 19, 2024, to submit an amended appeal statement explaining
what he thinks is false about the notice and order. Otherwise, we will dismiss his appeal.”

We did not receive any communication by that deadline, so the examiner dismissed your

appeal (attached).

Examiner decisions end with general information for how to appeal. The examiner can
offer no additional instruction beyond that written information. It is an appellant's
responsibility to determine and meet the exact requirements for filing an appeal.

Mr. Reile called our office twice on January 31 and left voicemails. We returned his calls on
February 1. Mr. Reile said he received the Notice of Rescheduled Hearing for February 9, but
did not recall when he received it. He said he was confused about why he needed to submit an
amended appeal. We told him he could submit a motion for reconsideration, which he did on
February 2. He stated that he was unable to get into his emails due to being locked out of the
account and he was out of the state and out of cell service dealing with a family emergency.

As we explained over the phone, our general practice is to send notice of our hearings to the
appellant by email and mail. We only call an appellant if they do not have an email address. It is
the appellant's responsibility to check their email and communicate any changes to their contact
information.

Mr. Reile’s motion for reconsideration is DENIED. This is the examiner’s final word on the
matter. Information on how to appeal this dismissal is provided below.

/_:'27___,/ //
David Spohr
Hearing Examiner
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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
March 11, 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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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
SUBJECT:  Regional Animal Services of King County file no. V23014888-A23005990

ANTHONY REILE
Animal Services Enforcement Appeal

I, Lauren Olson, certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that
I transmitted the ORDER ON MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION to those listed on
the attached page as follows:

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

laced with the United States Postal Service, through Quadient-Impress, with sufficient
% g P

postage, as FIRST CLASS MAIL in an envelope addressed to the non-County employee
parties/interested persons to addresses on record.

DATED February 8, 2024.

Lauren Olson
Legislative Secretary



Eykel, Chelsea
Regional Animal Services of King County

Lennon Hanson, Erin Cole
Hardcopy

Reile, Anthony
Hardcopy





