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Overview

1. After hearing the witnesses’ testimony and observing their demeanor, studying the
exhibits admitted into evidence, and considering the parties” arguments and the relevant
law, we deny Ms. Casciato’s appeal.
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Procedural Backeround

2. On August 9, 2025, Phillip Haas filed an online complaint with Regional Animal Services
of King County (Animal Services) for incidents on August 1 through 9. Ex. D3. On
August 11, Animal Services issued Notice of Violation V25017502-A25003703 to Allison
Casciato for her cat, Spartacus, running at large and trespassing. Ex. D4. Allison Casciato
tiled a timely appeal on August 21. Ex. D5.

3. On August 28, 2025, Mr. Haas filed an online complaint with Animal Services for an
incident on August 12 and 21. Exs. D7, D8. On September 3, Animal Services issued
Notice of Violation V25017601-A25004030 to Ms. Casciato for Spartacus running at
large and trespassing, both second violations. Ex. D9. Ms. Casciato filed a timely appeal.
Ex. D10.

4. We went to hearing on November 21. Participating in the hearing were: Sgt. Chelsea
Eykel representing Animal Services, complainant Phillip Haas, and their witness Eda
Haas, and appellant Allison Casciato.

Appeal Issues

Per the Notice of Hearing, the issues identified for consideration on appeal are as
follows:

5. Whether the August 9 violation of KCC 11.04.230(L) (trespassing), which encompassed
violations from August 1-9, and the associated $50 penalty are supported by a
preponderance of the evidence and appropriate under the facts of this case.

6. Whether the August 10 violation of KCC 11.04.230(L) (trespassing (274 offense)), which
encompassed violations from August 12 and 21, and the associated $100 penalty are
supported by a preponderance of the evidence and appropriate under the facts of this
case.

Factual Findings

Weighing all the evidence, the hearing examiner finds the following facts by a
preponderance of the evidence:

7. We found all testifying party’s rendition of events to be credible. No witness seemed to
embellish or overplay their statements and we accept their testimonies. The parties
testified as follows.

8. Sgt. Chelsea Eykel, representing Animal Services, testified it is dismissing the originally
cited running at large violations as they are specific to dogs.

There was a prior case (A25-003287) where the Haas family contacted Animal Services
to report that a cat was on their property killing wildlife. The cat was trapped and
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brought to the shelter. It was discovered that the cat in question was Spartacus and Ms.
Casciato redeemed him from the shelter.

Regarding the violations in question, there are multiple incidents encompassed in each
violation. Animal Services could have issued a violation to Ms. Casciato for each but
instead, chose to write one violation for multiple incident dates. Ex. D3-001-006, D8-
001-003.

Phil Haas testified that the issues with Spartacus began in July with their first encounter
being on July 17, 2025. Since then, they have had over 20 encounters with Spartacus.
They did not have any encounters in October but most recently encountered him on
November 10. The problem still continues.

Mr. Haas does not care for Spartacus to be on his property because he kills wildlife. He
has found dead animals and/or animal parts on his property. He discovered that Ms.
Casciato was the owner of Spartacus on July 22. He had several calls with her about the
cat’s visits to his yard and how to solve the problem but no solution was reached. He
asked her to not allow Spartacus to come to his property again.

After Spartacus was trapped on his property, Mr. Haas contacted Animal Services. He is
ultimately hoping that there is some way to keep Spartacus on Ms. Casciato’s property
rather than his property.

Mr. Haas fed Spartacus sardines for three days on his property because he thought it was
a stray and did not know the identity of the cat or the owner at the time. Spartacus was
already on his property when he fed him.

Eda Haas testified that she posted Spartacus on NextDoor asking who the cat belonged
to multiple times. She fed Spartacus sardines to try to get him close enough for capture.
She called Animal Services for assistance getting Spartacus off her property. An officer
from Animal Services came out and captured Spartacus within 30 minutes. Two days
later, Spartacus returned and she found dead wildlife and their body parts on her
property. She took several photos of Spartacus on and around her property. Ex. D3-003,
D8-002-003.

The county sent her a history of Spartacus which is how she found out that who owned
him. She communicated with Ms. Casciato via text to try and resolve the issue. Ms.
Casciato said she would capture Spartacus; however, he was on the Haas property as
recently as November 10.

Ms. Haas did not see Spartacus in October. There were a few days where Ms. Haas
would not see Spartacus but then he would return to the Haas property for days. She has
witnessed him run by with a squirrel in his mouth screaming, which was traumatic for
her to witness.
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When Spartacus had been frequenting her property for about a month, Ms. Haas fed him
for three days so that she could get close to him to capture him; however, Animal
Services advised her to stop, which she did.

Allison Casciato testified that Spartacus was a feral cat from South King County that
she took in and gave a home. She lives near the Haas’ and acknowledges that there is
various wildlife that comes and goes. She had no idea that Spartacus was causing issues
on other people’s property until Animal Services contacted her, let her know that he was
in their care, and inquired whether she wanted him back.

Someone with King County advised her to file a public records request, which she did.
After the first communication that she had with Ms. Haas, there was not enough time
for her to correct Spartacus’ behavior. The Haas’ did not want to cooperate with her. She
asserts that Spartacus would not have continued to return to their property had the Haas’
not been feeding Spartacus.

Ms. Casciato reached out to the Barn Cat Program who brought her a trap and advised
that Spartacus could potentially be an inside cat. She has been seeing Spartacus on her
property more and has been under the impression for weeks that he has not been
causing any problems. He has been eating his food and sleeping at her home each night.
She was initially willing to rehome him if there continued to be a problem.

Ms. Casciato acknowledges the submitted photographs and agrees that it is Spartacus in
the photographs. Ex. D3-003, D8-002-003. She does not have a problem paying for one
of the citations but feels that the “back-to-back” citations are unfair as she did not have
time to correct the behavior or appeal the first one before she was issued another
citation the next day.

Spartacus is their pet and he is serving a purpose. She spoke with someone from Animal
Services who advised that she should try an invisible fence; however, she refuses to
employ this method of confinement for Spartacus because she is not able to get a collar
on him due to his hissing and meowing.

She was not notified that Spartacus was in the custody of Animal Services until July 27,
and she paid $25 per day for Spartacus’ housing and picked him up promptly. The
documentation that she received shows that the violations began on August 1, which
gave her less than a week to make any changes. She has made a lot of changes during
August. Ms. Haas let Ms. Casciato know that she had not seen Spartacus in a few weeks
so she took it as a sign of improvement. She does not feel that she should be cited twice
without the opportunity to remedy the issue.

Conclusions of Law

The hearing examiner has jurisdiction pursuant to KCC 20.22.040.

Animal Services bears the burden of proving by a preponderance of evidence both the
violation and the appropriateness of the remedy it has imposed. KCC 20.22.080.G;
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.210.B. We do not grant substantial weight or otherwise accord deference to agency
determinations. Exam. R. XV.F.3.

Before we get to the facts of our case, it is important to note that we understand Ms.
Casciato’s frustration for being cited for two consecutive days, before she had an
opportunity to correct the issue. However, although the two violations were written for
August 9 and 10, each violation encompassed multiple dates rather than the incidents
occurring on the dates of the citations only. The August 9 violation (V25-017602)
appears to encompass August 1, 4, 7, 8, and 9. Ex. D3-003, D3-005-006. Similarly, the
August 10 violation (V25-017601) appears to encompass August 10, 12, 21, and 25. Ex.
D8-001-003. Further, as Ms. Casciato acknowledges, she was first aware of the issue with
Spartacus on July 27. This gave her approximately two weeks between the time she
learned of the issue to the first issuance of a violation. The parties acknowledged that
Ms. Casciato and Ms. Haas had phone and/or text communication about the issue
sometime between July 22-27. We do not find that she was unfairly cited “back-to-back”.
Further, where Animal Services could have, they did not cite her for each violation but
rather combined several violation dates between two violations saving her financially
should the violations be upheld.

Trespassing means “[a] domesticated animal entering upon a person's property or
premises without that person's permission...” In both violations, it is clear through the
photographic evidence that Spartacus entered onto the Haas property without their
permission. We find that Spartacus was trespassing on the dates in question and uphold
the August 9 and 10 violations.

We understand Ms. Casciato’s assertation that the Haas were feeding Spartacus sardines
and therefore inviting him onto their property. Spartacus had already been trespassing on
the Haas property and attacking wildlife prior to the Haas feeding him. As Ms. Haas
testified, she was merely feeding him in order to trap him. We do not find that this was
an invitation for Spartacus to the Haas property as he was already on the property
without being offered any food.

DECISION:

We DENY Ms. Casciato’s appeal.

ORDERED December 2, 2025.

Leila Arefi
Hearing Examiner pro tem
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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 in
accordance with Ch. 7.16 RCW. It is the responsibility of the party seeking to appeal the
examiner’s decision to determine and meet the legal requirements for filing an appeal.

MINUTES OF THE NOVEMBER 21, 2025, HEARING IN THE APPEAL OF
ALLISON CASCIATO, REGIONAL ANIMAL SERVICES OF KING COUNTY
FILE NOS. V25017502 AND V25017601

Leila Arefi was the Hearing Examiner in this matter. A verbatim recording of the hearing is
available in the Hearing Examiner’s Office.

The following exhibits were offered by Animal Services and entered into the record:

Exhibit no. D1 Regional Animal Services of King County staff report

Exhibit no. D2 RASKC investigation report no. A25003703

Exhibit no. D3 Online Complaint form of August 1-9 incident by Phillip Haas, dated
August 9, 2025

Exhibit no. D4 Notice of violation no. V25017502-A25003703, issued August 11, 2025

Exhibit no. D5 Appeal, received August 21, 2025

Exhibit no. D6 RASKC investigation report no. A25004030

Exhibit no. D7 Online Complaint form of August 28, 2025, incident by Phillip Haas,
dated August 28, 2025

Exhibit no. D8 Photograph of Spartacus trespassing August 12 and August 21

Exhibit no. D9 Notice of violation no. V25017601-A25004030, issued September 3, 2025

Exhibit no. D10 Appeal
Exhibit no. D11 Map of subject area



December 9, 2025

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

www.kingcounty.gov/independent/hearing-examiner

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
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I, Jessica Oscoy, 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:

DX] EMAILED to all County staff listed as parties/interested persons and parties with e-mail
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X placed with the United States Postal Service, through Quadient-Impress, with sufficient
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