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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 Mr. Ault-Booneel’s appeal.
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Procedural Backeround

2. On September 3, 2025, Chandlor Jex filed an online complaint with Regional Animal
Services of King County (Animal Services) for an incident on September 2. Ex. D3. On
September 4, Animal Services issued Notice of Violation V25017606-A25004121 to
Alexander Ault-Booneel for his dog, Wheezer, qualifying as potentially dangerous.! Exs.
Do, D7. Alexander Ault-Booneel filed a timely appeal on September 5, 2025. Ex. D8.

3. We went to hearing on December 1. Participating in the hearing were: Sgt. Chelsea Eykel
representing Animal Services, complainant Chandlor Jex, and appellant Alexander Ault-
Booneel.

Appeal Issues

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

4. Whether Wheezer’s September 4, 2025, Notice of Violation and “Potentially Dangerous”
Dog designation pursuant to KCC 11.04.230.F, is 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:

5. On September 3, 2025, Mr. Jex was walking his dog, Rambo, in the public outdoor area
of his apartment complex. Mr. Jex had Rambo on a leash. Testimony of Mr. Jex.

6. As they passed Mr. Ault-Booneel's apartment, Rambo stopped to relieve himself in the
common area, a few feet from Mr. Ault-Booneel’s patio. Testimony of Mr. Jex. The
sliding glass door to Mr. Ault-Booneel’s apartment was open and the screen door was
closed. Wheezer began to bark, growl, and then lunged through the screen door and
attacked Rambo. Testimony of Mr. Jex.

7. Mr. Jex testified that Wheezer did not hesitate when he got to Rambo. Wheezer went
directly toward Rambo's face. Mr. Jex estimated that the attack went on for about 60
seconds until Mr. Ault-Booneel ran out and helped separate the dogs. Testimony of Mr.
Jex.

8. Mr. Ault-Booneel acknowledged the incident and that it occurred a couple of feet
beyond his back patio, in a publicly accessible area. He indicated that he was not in the

! In Animal Services’ Staff Report, the department’s recommendation is to uphold the “Dangerous Animal
Designation.” Ex. D1-002. To ensure a clear record, this appeal is for a “Potentially Dangerous Animal” designation,
imposing the requirements and responsibilities listed under KCC 11.04.275, not a “Dangerous Animal” designation”
under KCC 11.04.285.
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room when he heard Wheezer bark and go through the screen door, but quickly ran out
to find Wheezer attacking Rambo. Testimony of Mr. Ault-Booneel.

The attack resulted in minor injuries to Rambo’s face and muzzle. Ex. D4.

Mr. Ault-Booneel has moved to a house to give Wheezer more space away from other
animals and people. He indicated that he believes the incident with Rambo was isolated
and that Wheezer does not pose an ongoing threat to other dogs. Testimony of Mr. Ault-
Booneel.

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;
.210.B. We do not grant substantial weight or otherwise accord deference to agency
determinations. Exam. R. XV.F.3.

A preponderance of the evidence supports the designation of Wheezer as a "Potentially
Dangerous" animal. A "Potentially dangerous animal" is any animal that when
unprovoked: 1. Bites or inflicts injury on a human or domesticated animal....”
11.01.320.

It is undisputed that Wheezer bit and inflicted injury on Rambo. Ex. D3, D4, D5;
Testimony of Mr. Ault-Booneel and Mr. Jex.

"Provocation" or "provoke" means to torment, agitate, or harass an animal immediately
before the attack, chase, or menacing behavior. "Provocation" or "provoke" does not
include actions taken to defend oneself, other humans, animals, or property. (Ord.
19638 § 36, 2023). KCC 11.01.350.

There is nothing in the record that indicates Wheezer was provoked in this situation. Mr.
Jex was walking Rambo in a public area. There was no evidence that Rambo was barking
at Wheezer or in any way inciting or harassing Wheezer prior to the attack. Wheezer’s
actions were unprovoked.

While Mr. Ault-Booneel’s decision to move to a house where Wheezer will have fewer
encounters with other animals, this does not eliminate the risk he poses in public. The
requirements and owner responsibilities for potentially dangerous dogs are appropriate
for Wheezer to ensure public safety going forward.

DECISION:

1.

Mzr. Ault-Booneel’s appeal is DENIED.
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ORDERED December 11, 2025.

Devon Shannon
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 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 DECEMBER 1, 2025, HEARING IN THE APPEAL OF
ALEXANDER AULT-BOONEEL, REGIONAL ANIMAL SERVICES OF
KING COUNTY FILE NO. V25017606-A25004121

Devon Shannon 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. A25004121

Exhibit no. D3 Online Complaint form of September 2, 2025, incident by Chandlor Jex,
September 3, 2025

Exhibit no. D4 Photograph of injuries to Rambo

Exhibit no. D5 Emails submitted to Haven Apartments by Mr. Jex and Ault-Booneel

Exhibit no. D6 Notice of violation no. V25017606-A25004121, issued September 4, 2025

Exhibit no. D7 Potentially Dangerous Animal Designation

Exhibit no. D8 Appeal, received September 5, 2025

Exhibit no. D9 Map of subject area
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ALEXANDER AULT-BOONEEL
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I, Lauren Olson, 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:

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
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