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Having read Ms. Meng’s amended appeal statement, we still have no authority to grant her the
relief she requests. Yet wanting to avoid exacerbating what she described as an extremely
stressful period for her mental health by holding what will only prove frustrating and stressful
for her, we enter this summary order canceling our hearing, dismissing her appeal, and reducing
the monetary penalty.

Ms. Meng states that Animal Services discouraged her from continuing with her appeal of the
original notice and order because we would supposedly be sure to uphold the potentially
dangerous designation anyway. That may or may not have been sound advice; it would depend
on the circumstances of the underlying event that prompted the designation. Certainly, where
the dog’s behavior on a certain date meets the statutory definition of “potentially dangerous,”
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we have had to reject rationales like Ms. Meng asserts here—that her dog is friendly, well-
mannered, and gentle. Such arguments essentially ask us to read-in a phantom criteria like, “bites
or inflicts injury on a human or domesticated animal oz multiple occasions” ot ... and has exhibited
other acts of aggression” ot ... unless the owner can show that the bite or injury infliction was out of character.”
The code says what it says.

Where an animal meets the code criteria for potentially dangerous, the muzzle requirement is
just that, a requirement. It is not something Animal Services exercised its discretion to demand.
KCC 11.04.275.C.3 (potentially dangerous animal “at all times... must... be securely leashed,
under the control of a competent adult, azd humanely muzzled or securely restrained in a carrier
or crate... while traveling in a vehicle”). We have made o#)er adjustments while upholding a
designation, like allowing someone to let their muzz/ed dog run off-leash in a sanctioned dog
park. But we have never overridden the muzzle requirement itself. We could envision a scenario
where we would. For example, an animal that “chases or approaches a person... in a menacing
fashion or apparent attitude of attack” or “bites orinflicts injury” can qualify as “potentially
dangerous” without ever having bitten (or even tried to bite) a person or animal. If a dog, say,
earned its potentially dangerous designation by knocking over and injuring—but 7o biting—
someone, and there was no evidence the dog had ever bitten anyone on any other occasion,
there would be a strong argument for us to override the muzzle requirement.

But again, at this point we have no jurisdiction to disturb the original violation notice and the
compliance order or to speculate what we #zght have done if that earlier case had made it to
hearing before it settled. We have no idea why a different officer might have created a false hope
for Ms. Meng that we would be able to do by way of the V24016000 appeal. Once the parties
settled the original appeal of Yvie’s potentially dangerous designation and compliance order, that
became final and unreviewable. We have no authority to override it through an appeal of
V24016000.

Ms. Meng agrees she was walking Yvie without a muzzle on August 10 and August 20, meaning
she failed “to comply with an order related to an animal designated as potentially dangerous,
vicious, or dangerous.” KCC 11.04.230.U. That would leave only a potential penalty reduction
to discuss at our October 12 hearing. And that seems a poor use of public resources to require
exhibit submittals, then put each hearing participant in the virtual witness box, under oath and
subject to cross examination, when the matter comes down to a few hundred dollars. Plus, the
sooner Ms. Meng (if she has not already) re-muzzles Yvie before her walks, the less likely the
neighbors will be inspired to video her (not to mention the less chance she will be fined again).
We do not know the neighbors’ motivation, but we assume it was because Ms. Meng was
continuing to walk Yvie in violation of the requirement that Yvie be muzzled when off the
Meng property. One would assume the videotaping would stop as soon as Yvie is muzzled for
her walks.

In any event, there is nothing we can do for Ms. Meng other than reduce the $250 penalty. We
thus DISMISS her appeal, CANCEL our October 18 hearing, and REDUCE the fine to $50.
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DATED September 24, 2024.

/",Z;:?——///

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
October 24, 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. V24016000-A24004031

SHERRY MENG
Animal Services Enforcement Appeal

I, Lauren Olson, certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that
I transmitted the SUMMARY ORDER 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 September 24, 2024.

Lauren Olson
Legislative Secretary
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