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QUEEN ANNE’S COUNTY ANIMAL CONTROL COMMISSION MINUTES

October 22, 2025

The Queen Anne’s County Animal Control Commission met on Wednesday, October 22, 2025, at 10:00 A.M.  The following members were present: Jennifer Nowak, Robert Mueller, Tom Gannon, Kathy Trotter, and Gail Schaffer.

Also present were Lori Morris, Assistant Chief of Special Operations - Department of Emergency Services; John Nickerson, Director of Environmental Health; Kelly Baker, Chief of Animal Services; Austin McKenzie, Animal Control Officer; Joshua Thompson, Animal Control Officer, Frances Weatherington, Animal Control Officer; Patrick Thompson, Esq., County Attorney; and Sharon Brinster, Esq., Assistant Attorney.
Hearing – Ruth v. Klimm – The Hearing began at 10:03 A.M. Present for this hearing were Camryn Ruth. James and Marsha Klimm did not appear.

Chairperson Nowak described the process for the Hearing. Patrick Thompson Esq., Commission Attorney, administered the oath to all parties and witnesses.

Ms. Ruth testified regarding the details of two of the Klimm’s four dogs killing six of her chickens on her property and all of the dogs being frequently at large.


Officer McKenzie provided the details of his investigation including his conversation with Mr. and Mrs. Klimm who admitted the dogs were out that day and the condition of their dog kennel.
Hearing – McGill v. Frantom – The Hearing began at 10:27 A.M. Present for this hearing were Betsy McGill and Amanda Frantom.

Chairperson Nowak described the process for the Hearing. Patrick Thompson Esq., Commission Attorney, administered the oath to all parties and witnesses.

Ms. McGill testified regarding the events of September 23, 2025, when Ms. Frantom’s dog “Porky” broke through the fence and attacked her dog “Hera”, the injuries and ensuing veterinary care, and her conversations with Ms. Frantom.


Ms. Frantom stated that Ms. McGill testimony was all true and described the changes they have made to prevent another occurrence.  She said that although she told Ms. McGill she would build a fence on her property, she is financially unable to do so at this time.

Officer Thompson provided details of his investigation, including the injuries to Hera and the condition of Ms. McGill’s fence.

Hearing – Cavey v. Pollard – The hearing began at 10:59 A.M. Present for this hearing were Cynthia Cavey, Lamont Pollard, Phillip Evaul, Julia Alanen, Kathy Hunter, Kim Donnelly, and Rusty Graham. Additionally, there were many members of the community that chose to remain anonymous and did not testify.

Commissioner Trotter recused herself from the hearing. Commissioner Schaffer stated that although she is an acquaintance with one of the witnesses, she would not recuse herself.

Chairperson Nowak described the process for the Hearing. Patrick Thompson Esq., Commission Attorney, administered the oath to all parties and witnesses.

Ms. Cavey said that many of the issues in her Complaint have been resolved. She testified regarding the details of Mr. Pollard’s labrador dogs being left outside day and night in the kennel or tethered in all weather conditions, having foul or no water, and often getting loose.

Officer McKenzie provided the details of his investigation and the frequent responses to the house to check the welfare of the dogs. He testified that he and ACO Thompson took the dogs to a veterinarian who stated the dogs were healthy and well cared for. Lastly, he described the incidents when the dogs have been at large.


Officer Weatherington testified regarding her response to a call on October 2, 2025, concerning the dogs being tangled in their tethers and then at large.

Mr. Evaul described the events of October 2, 2025, and stated that he has seen the dogs loose and outside in blowing wind and rain.


Ms. Alanen testified regarding conditions she observes when driving by the property six times per day.


Ms. Hunter testified regarding the information provided to her regarding the conditions on the property.

Mr. Pollard testified regarding the care of the dogs, the changes he has made including taking them in at night and purchasing an electric fence that he needs help to install. He said the dogs have been vaccinated for rabies, registered, neutered, and receive flea and tick medication.  He said the dogs have gotten out and if he can’t retrieve them immediately, he calls Animal Control. Lastly, he stated that he is on his porch when the dogs are outside at night.

Ms. Donnelly testified regarding the daily observations and assistance provided to Mr. Pollard by herself and family members as well as the changes Mr. Pollard has made.


Mr. Graham testified that he visits Mr. Pollard almost daily and when necessary, helps care for his dogs who love to be outside. He said they are not left outside in extreme weather, except for a short period of time when there was an unexpected quick storm.
Meeting Minutes Review – Upon motion made by Commissioner Mueller, seconded by Commissioner Trotter, and passed by unanimous voice vote, the September 24, 2025, Animal Control Commission Minutes were approved with corrections.  
Closed Session – The Animal Control Commission went into closed session at 12:26 P.M for the purpose of deliberation and decision in the matters of “Ruth v. Klimm”, “McGill v. Frantom”, and “Cavey v. Pollard”. Copies of the Decision Letters are attached hereto and labeled as “Exhibit A”, “Exhibit B”, and “Exhibit C” respectively.

There being no further business to come before the Animal Control Commission, the meeting was adjourned at 1:35 P.M.







RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,









_________________________







Sharon M. Brinster, Secretary
ANIMAL CONTROL COMMISSION MEETING

October 22, 2025
EXHIBIT A



October 27, 2025

Mr. James Klimm

Ms. Marsha Klimm

125 Coon Run Lane

Centreville, MD 21617







RE: Ruth v. Klimm
Dear Mr. and Mrs. Klimm,

A virtual hearing was held on October 22, 2025, at 10:00 a.m. by the Queen Anne’s County Animal Control Commission on a Complaint filed by Camryn Ruth alleging your dogs had violated the Animal Control Ordinance by running at large, unsupervised and off your property and killing six chickens owned by the Complainant.  This letter will serve as the findings and decision of the Commission.

You did not appear or provide any evidence at the hearing, and the Commission therefore proceeded based upon the testimony of Ms. Ruth and Animal Control Officer McKenzie.  Ms. Ruth indicated that on September 9th of this year, two of your dogs, described as a Husky and a tan dog, were off your property and entered Ms. Ruth’s property where they killed six of her chickens.  She testified that you have a total of four dogs and that they all are frequently off your property unsupervised and not under restraint.

ACO Mckenzie indicated that he responded to the scene where he observed the dead poultry. He stated that he spoke with you, and you acknowledged the dogs had gotten loose from your property.  He indicated that all the dogs were properly licensed and tagged. 

The Animal Control Commission finds, based on the evidence presented, that both dogs involved are in violation of the Queen Anne’s County Animal Control Ordinance in that they attacked and killed Ms. Ruth’s chickens while off the property of the owner without provocation (see §9-20A.(1)(d) of the Animal Control Ordinance) and by being at large, unrestrained and without supervision.

The Commission has determined that you must, within 30 days of the date of this letter, construct a fence or other secure enclosure capable of confining your animals on your property.  If not constructed within 30 days, your animals will be subject to seizure by Animal Control and further action by the Commission.  The Commission would also strongly encourage you to reimburse Ms. Ruth for the value of her lost poultry.






Queen Anne’s County







Animal Control Commission


__________________________
Jennifer Nowak, Chairperson

Cc: Camryn Ruth
ANIMAL CONTROL COMMISSION MEETING
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October 27, 2025
Ms. Amanda Frantom

112 Birch Road

Stevensville, MD 21666







RE: McGill v. Frantom
Dear Ms. Frantom,

As you know, a virtual hearing was held by the Queen Anne’s County Animal Control Commission on October 22, 2025, at 10:00 a.m. on a Complaint filed by Betsy McGill alleging that your bulldog, “Porky”, was a “dangerous animal,” a “public nuisance animal,” and had been off your property without being under restraint all in violation of Queen Anne’s County Animal Control Ordinance.  This letter will serve as the findings and decision of the Commission.

The Commission received testimony and evidence from Ms. McGill, from you, and from Animal Control Officer Thompson.  Ms. McGill state that Porky frequently bites and pulls on the fence separating the two properties.  On September 23, 2025, he pulled on the fence to the extent that he was able to get under it, enter the McGill’s property and attack Ms. McGill’s Golden Retriever, “Hera”, without provocation.  Hera suffered an injury to or near her eye and required veterinary treatment. 

You did not contradict Ms. McGill’s testimony in any way.  You indicated that since the incident, Porky is only allowed out in your yard under supervision and generally on a leash.  While you are unable to afford the expense of a fence, you stated that your son-in-law was going to construct something that would keep Porky away from the fence.

ACO Thompson indicated that he responded to the scene and observed the slight puncture wound in Hera’s eye area.  He also observed the fence and noted some evidence of digging under the fence.

Based on the evidence presented, the Animal Control Commission cannot designate Porky as a “dangerous animal” as such designation requires the infliction of injury to a domestic animal “two or more times.”  There was no evidence of any other incidents or injury caused by Porky other than the events of September 23rd.  The Commission will determine, however, that Porky was off your property without being under restraint (See §9-17 of the Animal Control Ordinance) and constitutes a public nuisance animal by virtue of molesting the property of another (See §9-19).

The Animal Control Commission will require that until such time as you can construct a fence or secure enclosure capable of restraining Porky built at sufficient depth into the ground as to prevent digging or tunneling under, you or another capable adult must continue to supervise Porky whenever he is let out of the home.







Queen Anne’s County







Animal Control Commission


__________________________
Jennifer Nowak, Chairperson

Cc: Betsy McGill
ANIMAL CONTROL COMMISSION MEETING

October 22, 2025
EXHIBIT C


October 27, 2025
Mr. Lamonte Pollard

602 Love Point Road

Stevensville, MD 21666







RE: Cavy v. Pollard
Dear Mr. Pollard,

As you know, a virtual hearing was held by the Queen Anne’s County Animal Control Commission on October 22, 2025, at 10:00 a.m. on the Complaint filed by Cynthia Cavy alleging several violations of the Animal Control Ordinance involving your two yellow labs, “Tracker” and “Tracker, Jr.” This letter will serve as the written findings and decision of the Animal Control Commission.

The Commission heard testimony from Ms. Cavy, Phillip Evaul, Julia Alanen, and Katherine Hunter in support of the Complaint and from you, Kim Donnelly, Rusty Graham as well as a written statement from James Graham Jr. which was read into the record, in opposition.  Ms. Cavey and her witnesses indicated that your dogs were roaming off your property on a consistent basis and not being provided proper food, drink, or shelter.  Animal Control Officers McKenzie and Weatherington acknowledged that the dogs had been found off the property and returned on multiple occasions. You and your witnesses denied these allegations and stated the dogs were outside only four or five hours a day, were healthy, and well fed and only occasionally were running at large.  You stated that you had recently had both dogs neutered.

Significantly, the Animal Control Officers indicated they had been to your property numerous times and most recently on October 15th Officers McKenzie and Thompson transported the dogs for a veterinary exam.  According to Officer McKenzie, the veterinarian “determined that the animals were in very good physical and mental conditions, showing no signs of neglect or poor health.”  The veterinarian also noted that “the dogs appeared healthy and well-adapted for outdoor living conditions.”  The dogs are current on rabies vaccinations and properly licensed.

Based on the evidence presented, the allegations that your animals are unregistered, not vaccinated, and not provided with proper food, drinks, shelter, and protection from the elements are dismissed.  The Commission does find, however, that you have failed, on at least a few occasions, to properly supervise the dogs and have left them unattended in a manner which could endanger their health and safety.


The Commission unanimously decided and orders that you keep the animals confined on your property by any means necessary and in a manner so as not to endanger their health and safety.  The Commission also would urge you to follow through with the installation of the invisible fence, which you stated you have purchased. Lastly, the Commission reiterates that the dogs should be brought inside in extreme inclement weather in compliance with Section 9-15 C. (4) of the Queen Anne’s County Animal Control Code.






Queen Anne’s County






Animal Control Commission







__________________________





Jennifer Nowak, Chairperson

Cc: Cynthia Cavy

