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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. McGann’s appeal but reduce the monetary penalties.
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Procedural Backeround

2. On September 8, 2025, Robyn Lane filed an online complaint with Regional Animal
Services of King County (Animal Services) for an incident on September 7. Ex. D3. On
September 26, Animal Services issued Notice of Violation V25017660-A25004224 to
Brooke McGann for her dog, Diesel, qualifying as potentially dangerous. Exs. D6, D7.
Brooke McGann filed a timely appeal on October 2. Ex. D8.

3. We went to hearing on December 10. Participating in the hearing were: Sgt. Chelsea
Eykel representing Animal Services, complainant Robyn Lane, and appellant Brooke
McGann, and their witness Jim Brooks.

Appeal Issues

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

4. In Ms. McGann’s October 20, 2025, appeal statement, she does not dispute the citation
for Diesel being “Unlicensed Unaltered” per KCC 11.04.230.P.

5. The issue on appeal is, therefore, whether the September 18, 2025, incident resulting in a
“Potentially Dangerous” designation (KCC 11.04.230.F) and the associated $500 penalty
are supported by a preponderance of the evidence and appropriate under the facts of this
case.

Factual Findings

After weighing all the relevant testimony and evidence, the hearing examiner finds the
tollowing facts to be supported by a preponderance of the evidence:

6. On September 7, 2025, Ms. Lane was making a DoorDash delivery to Ms. McGann's
apartment. When she knocked on the apartment door, she could hear a dog barking
loudly. Testimony of Ms. Lane.

7. Mr. Brooks answered the door, and opened it only a little bit so that the dog, Diesel,
could not get through. Diesel continued to bark and try to get past Mr. Brooks, who
continued to push Diesel back away from the door. Testimony of Ms. Lane.

8. When Mr. Brooks opened the door slightly more to take in the food delivery, Diesel
pushed past him and lunged at and bit Ms. Lane's abdomen. The attack knocked her
back onto the ground. Diesel did not continue to attack but resumed barking. Testimony
of Ms. Lane. Mr. Brooks pulled him away from Ms. Lane and back inside the apartment.
Mr. Brooks did not see Diesel bite Ms. Lane. Testimony of Mr. Brooks.

9. Ms. Lane went to her car and called 911. Testimony of Ms. Lane.
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Ms. McGann then exited the apartment and was upset with Mr. Brooks for allowing
Diesel to push past him. She took Diesel into her car and left the apartment. Testimony
of Ms. Lane.

Mr. Brooks testified that he went to see if Ms. Lane needed help and she told him,
essentially, to go away and that she had just been bitten by a dog three days ago.
Testimony of Mr. Brooks. Ms. Lane testified that she was not bitten three days prior to
this incident and never said that to Mr. Brooks. Testimony of Ms. Lane.

When first responders arrived, they told Ms. Lane she needed to go to the emergency
room, which she did. Testimony of Ms. Lane; Ex. D5. The medical record shows the
diagnoses as a "dog bite." Ex. D5. The pictures of bruising and puncture wounds are
consistent with a dog bite. Ex. D4.

Since the emergency room visit, Ms. Lane has had two additional rounds of antibiotics
because the wound became infected. She has also dealt with, severe bruising, painful scar
tissue, and two CT scans. The incident has caused ongoing pain and financial hardship.
Testimony of Ms. Lane.

There is no dispute that, on the date of the incident, Diesel was not licensed. Prior to the
date of the hearing, Ms. McGann had successfully licensed Diesel as well as complied
with the signage and restraint requirements for the potentially dangerous dog
designation. Ex. Al.

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.

Under KCC 11.01.320, a “Potentially Dangerous Animal” designation is appropriate if
an animal, “when unprovoked:

1. Bites or inflicts injury on a human or domesticated animal;

2. Chases or approaches a person upon the streets, sidewalks, or any public grounds
in a menacing fashion or apparent attitude of attack;

3. Has a known propensity, tendency, or disposition to attack, to cause injury, or
otherwise to threaten the safety of humans or domestic animals; or

4. Jointly engages, with one or more animals in conduct meeting subsections A.1.,
A.2., or A.3., of this section, in which case all animals are deemed potentially
dangerous, absent an affirmative demonstration that a specific animal was not
responsible for a qualifying act.
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The facts of this case establish that Diesel bit or inflicted injury on Ms. Lane when she
was delivering food to Ms. McGann’s apartment on September 7, 2025. There was no
testimony regarding, and no evidence to support, the defense of provocation.

Ms. McGann's appeal statement suggests injuries were caused by Diesel's paws from
jumping on her, not a bite. Ex. D8. For purposes of this hearing, whether the injuries to
Ms. Lane's abdomen were caused by teeth or nails is irrelevant. In either case, Diesel
inflicted injury on Ms. Lane as evidenced by Ms. Lane's testimony, the photos of her
injuries, and the medical summary from her emergency room visit. Ex. D4, D5.

Animal Services has met its burden to establish that Diesel’s potentially dangerous
designation is supported by a preponderance of the evidence. The designation, along
with the restrictions and requirements that accompany that designation, are appropriate
under the facts of this case.

Ms. McGann has provided evidence that she proactively licensed Diesel after receiving
the Notice of Violation. Ex. Al. Animal Services stated that based on this response from
the appellant it would be typical to reduce the licensing penalty from $250 to $50, which
I will adopt in this decision.

Further, Ms. McGann finds herself in a challenging situation, not entirely of her own
making, and appears to be doing everything in her power to avoid any further public
safety risks from Diesel. In recognition of the cost and importance of taking those steps,
the civil penalty for the potentially dangerous designation is reduced from $500 to $100.

DECISION:

1.

2.

The monetary penalties for Ms. McGann’s violations are reduced to $150 in total.

The remainder of Ms. McGann's appeal is DENIED.

ORDERED December 19, 2025.

Devon Shannon
Hearing Examiner
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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 DECEMBER 10, 2025, HEARING IN THE APPEAL OF
BROOKE MCGANN, REGIONAL ANIMAL SERVICES OF KING COUNTY
FILE NO. V25017660-A25004224

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. A25004224

Exhibit no. D3 Online Complaint form of September 7, 2025, incident by Robyn Lane,
dated September 8, 2025

Exhibit no. D4 Photograph of Ms. Lane’s injuries

Exhibit no. D5 Medical Summary

Exhibit no. D6 Notice of violation no. V25017660-A25004224, issued September 20,
2025

Exhibit no. D7 Potentially Dangerous Designation

Exhibit no. D8 Appeal, received October 20, 2025

Exhibit no. D9 Map of subject area

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

Exhibit no. Al Request for Reduction of Fine — Case Involving Dog Bite Incident
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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:
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addresses on record.
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