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SUMMARY DISMISSAL
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Animal Services asserts that, on December 12, Buddha was unleashed when he attacked another
dog. Animal Services designated Buddha as potentially dangerous, required Mr. Aadland to meet
the requirements for a potentially dangerous animal, and assessed him a $500 penalty. Mr.
Aadland disputes that Buddha qualifies as potentially dangerous and asserts that Buddha is not
his dog, only a dog Mr. Aadland owned by someone he was house-sitting for at the time.

Assuming Mr. Aadland was only dog sitting during the alleged December 12 altercation, he
would be the one Animal Services would serve the violation notice on and assess the money
penalty to, with Mr. Aadland then appealing and challenge the merits of Animal Services’
determination. So that is not that problem here. Instead, the problem is that Animal Services
cited Mr. Aadland and Buddha for a violation (potentially dangerous) that did not (and does not)
exist in Woodinville. If Animal Services wants to continue enforcement, it will need to reserve a
corrected notice and order (with a vicious violation and a new appeal deadline) on Mr. Aadland.
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By way of background in July 2023, a comprehensive overhaul to King County’s animal care and
control, Title 11, of the became effective. The biggest change was shifting from a single-tooled
“vicious” animal designation to a multi-tooled, “potentially dangerous” and “dangerous animal”
system. Most cities that contract with King County for animal-related services adopt by
reference King County’s (Title 11) “as presently constituted or hereinafter amended,” meaning
the controlling legal stadards in those cities automatically updated in July. However, Woodinville
was on a short list of three cities (along with Bellevue and Shoreline) that had their own, stand-
alone, comprehensive animal code that did not move in tandem with Title 11. Bellevue adopted
Title 11 last month, and Shoreline apparently intends to adopt Title 11 next month. However,
Woodinville had not (as of yesterday) even begun work on its animal code. So for the
foreseeable future there remains no “potentially dangerous” or “dangerous” designation, only
the historic “vicous” designation.

Thus, we DISMISS WITHOUT PREJUDICE alleged violation V23014988. If Animal
Services believes that Buddah qualifies as vicious and wants to pursue enforcement, it will need
to re-write the violation notice, citing the controlling Woodinville code sections, not Title 11,
and re-serve that on at least Mr. Aadland.

Mt. Aadland should ensure that Animal Services has the name of, and contact information for,
Buddha’s owner. Standard practice is for Animal Services to issue the adult with responsibility
over the animal at the time of the alleged violation (a house-sitter, a dog-walker, a friend, etc.)
the violation and the monetary fine, and then simultaneously issue a zero-dollar notice and order
to the owner—the person would have to implement the designation and so might also want to
appeal it. If Mr. Aadland promptly provides Buddha’s ownet’s contact information to Animal
Services and Animal Services can confirm with the owner that Buddha is no longer in King
County, Animal Services may not want to continue with enforcement. And even if Animal
Services does re-issue a violation, it would be certainly enhance Mr. Aaland’s chances of a
successful appeal if Buddha’s owner was simultaneously challenging it. We would then
consolidate both appeals into a single hearing.

Again, our dismissal today does not end this matter. It simply reflects that Animal Services’

initial notice and order cited an inoperative code section.

DATED January 19, 2024.
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David Spohr
Hearing Examiner

NOTICE OF RIGHT TO APPEAL
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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
February 19, 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. V23014988-A23006861

RANDALL AADLAND
Animal Services Enforcement Appeal

I, Jessica Oscoy, certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that
I transmitted the SUMMARY DISMISSAL 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.

X] placed with the United States Postal Service, through Quadient-Impress, with sufficient
postage, as FIRST CLASS MAIL in an envelope addressed to the non-County employee
parties/interested persons to addresses on record.

DATED January 19, 2024.

4 AP
,4{/ e —/;/
_ Jrsah AL
i LA =

( A

_

Jessica Oscoy
Office Manager
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