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MONKTON NUISANCE DOG HEARING 
MONKTON TOWN HALL 

Minutes 
DATE: Thursday January 4, 2017 

 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER:  S. Pilcher called the hearing to order at 7:04pm 
 

2. ATTENDANCE: 
 

a. SELECTBOARD MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE:  Stephen Pilcher, John 
McNerney,  Henry Boisse 
 

b. OTHERS IN ATTENDANCE: Scott Gordon, Laurie Earle, David Auclair, 
Sharon Gomez  

 
3. INTRODUCTION, PROCESS, SELECTBOARD DISCLOSURES 

S. Pilcher introduced the Selectboard and laid out the hearing process with 
testimony being taken from the Scott Gordon, Laurie Earle (ACO) and Angela 
Auclair in that order.  Following initial testimony, rebuttal testimony will be 
taken in the same order.  S. Pilcher indicated that proceedings would be 
recorded and participants could have copies if requested. Sharon Gomez 
administered oath to all present. 
S. Pilcher introduced into evidence emails received by the Selectboard from B. 
Layn-Gordon: 
    “Dog attacked chickens – in front of kids” dated 9/24/2017 (labeled E1 for 
clarity) 
    “Dog attack again” dated 10/16/2017 (labeled E2 for clarity) 
 

4. GORDON TESTIMONY 
S Gordon introduced into evidence a document entitled “Dog Hearing ” dated 
11/6/2017 (labeled E3 for clarity). S. Gordon indicated that the dogs from the 
Auclair residence have been coming over for several years without incident 
and it is only with the younger dogs that they have had issues with killing 
chickens. S.Gordon indicated that at the last incident one of the dogs lunged 
at Bailee.  S. Gordon said they have a 4 year old child and 2 year old child 
with another on the way and they can’t have dogs attacking their kids.  Biggest 
concern is the cost of everything they have lost. They’ve lost 12 to 14 chickens 
plus eggs are over $2,000.  Just want dogs taken care of.    
 

5. EARLE TESTIMONY 
L. Earle, Monkton Animal Control Officer introduced into evidence a document 
entitled “ACO testimony specifically concerning complaint of 09/17/2017” 
(labeled E4 for clarity).  In addition to rehoming the dogs that caused the 
problems she recommends rehoming any dogs involved in any further 
incidences.  Dogs are easily handled and there is no reason for them to be 
loose.   
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6. AUCLAIR TESTIMONY 
D. Auclair indicates the first time he heard about the nuisance dog issue was 
when he spoke to the ACO on 9/17/2017. Tonight is the first time that he met 
his neighbor S. Gordon.  Once he heard about problems he put up an electric 
fence with dog collars – there was an issue with the fence shorting out when it 
rains but that has been fixed.  Dogs have not been out in 3 months.  S. Pilcher 
asked which three dogs are living at Cattail Lane.  D. Auclair indicated that 
Brodie and Coco are gone and Jill, Hunter and Devil remain.  Hunter is quite 
old.  Devil is two.  S. Pilcher noted that the Selectboard impression was that 
Devil and Coco were the two dogs causing problems.  D. Auclair indicated that 
Devil doesn’t get out unless he is following Coco.  Coco was rehomed to 
Huntington.  D. Auclair indicated that he was not aware of many of the 
problems.  S. Pilcher noted that much of the communication was with Angela 
Auclair, who is the dog owner registered with the Town.  S. Pilcher asked for 
contact info for D. Auclair and asked if it would be ok for S. Gordon to contact 
him in case of problems.  D. Auclair said that would be fine.  H. Boisse was 
surprised the D. Auclair didn’t know of the problems given the length of time.  
He mentioned prior issues with the other neighbors.  S. Pilcher asked several 
questions about the collars and fencing system.  H. Boisse asked clarifying 
questions about what was keeping the dogs from digging.  D. Auclair indicated 
there were cinder blocks preventing the dogs from going under the fence.   
    

7. GORDON REBUTTAL 
S. Gordon wanted on the record that if the dogs came over and killed chickens 
that they would want them replaced and if they threaten a child or an adult 
then they want them removed.  S. Gordon suggested that if the dogs were to 
be impounded they should be impounded until a hearing is held.  S. Pilcher 
indicated that the Town continues to struggle with finding a place to impound 
dogs – especially for longer time periods.   
 

8. EARLE REBUTTAL 
L. Earle agreed that it is imperative that the Town get an impoundment facility.   
 

9. AUCLAIR REBUTTAL 
none 
 

10. HEARING CLOSE    
S. Pilcher indicated that the process from here is that the Selectboard will 
meet in private generate finding of facts and come to a decision that will be 
sent to all parties.  D. Auclair said regular mail would be fine.  J. McNerney 
moved to adjourn, seconded by H. Boisse passed unanimously. 
 
Hearing closed at 7:28.  

 
Respectfully submitted 
Stephen Pilcher 
Recording: Nuisance Dog Hearing Recording 2018_01_04.WMA 






















