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In our February 23, 2024, decision, we found that, as Appellants’ three German shepherds (Boo, 
Elza and Yogi) accosted a delivery driver on November 25, 2023, two of them bit, both without 
legal provocation. And because all three dogs jointly confronted the driver, and there was no 
affirmative demonstration that a specific animal was not responsible for a qualifying act (biting), 
all three dogs qualified as potentially dangerous. KCC 11.01.320.A.4. And though we upheld all 
three violations ($500 each), we reduced the total penalty due from $1500 to $250, noting that 
our reduction was not based on the number of dogs involved. 
 
However, having found that only two of Appellants’ dogs did the actual biting, we explicitly 
provided Appellants the opportunity to file a motion for reconsideration if they felt they could 
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identify which dog among their three was most likely the non-biter. We noted that in our 1100+ 
animal appeals, animal owner reflections on their dog’s temperaments had often proven 
objectively not accurate but owner testimony comparing their animals had often proven more 
reliable.  
 
On March 21, Mr. Dove timely filed a motion for reconsideration, pointing to his two elderly 
dogs—Yogi and Elza—as unlikely biters, and noting that neither of them “especially Elza” was 
mobile enough. He requested that both Yogi and Elza be dropped, and alternatively, that at least 
Elza be dropped, since she was the least mobile. 
 
We provided Animal Services until April 8 to respond. Animal Services timely responded, but its 
reply was merely that the driver testified that multiple dogs bit her, that they were all German 
shepherds, and that it was reasonable (under the circumstances) that she would not be able to 
individually identify differences between the dogs. Yet that was not the question; that the driver 
could not—and legally did not have to—determine which two of the three German shepherds 
did the actual biting was already baked into our original analysis. Our question on 
reconsideration was whether, based on the hearing testimony and motion, Appellants had made 
“an affirmative demonstration that a specific animal was not responsible for a qualifying act” 
(i.e., biting the driver). KCC 11.01.320.A.4. And that Animal Services did not answer. 
  
Absent a relevant counter-argument, we find Appellants have made a sufficient showing for 
Elza. We thus remove Elza’s potentially dangerous designation. 
 
DATED April 16, 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 May 
16, 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. V23014991-A23006857 
 

DAVID DOVE 
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: 
 

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

 
 
DATED April 16, 2024. 
 
 

 
 Lauren Olson 
 Legislative Secretary 
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