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EXHIBIT C 



Case View Screen   update       
Case 2024-302 
Status CLOSED  
Respondent ID 1432617 
Respondent APRIL LEILER  

Credential ACO.0334 
APRIL LEILER 

Address Public   Mail 
APRIL LEILER 
39 ANTHONY TER 
DURHAM, CT 06422-2800  

Complainant ID 1928229 

Complainant 
MERIDEN ANIMAL 
HOSPITAL  

 

Date Created 08/05/2024 
Date Received 08/05/2024 
Receiving Board ANIMAL CONTROL 
Receiving Profession ANIMAL CONTROL OFFICER 
Receiving Department Animal Control Division 
Received By Tanya Wescovich 
Alleged Issues 

Animal Cruelty 
Case Nature 

Investigation 
  

Audit 
Entry Items 
Documents 
Notes 
Master Cases 
Participants 
Add Master Case 
Timeline History 
Related Cases 
 

 
Comments:  Vet hospital reporting concerns about the care and condition of a dog brought in for Euthanasia. The 
dog had been under the care of the Cheshire ACO for aprox. 2 years. 

 
• Resolution  

• Action Items  

• Participants  

• Respondent History  

• Investigation Info  
Action Items   add   add group   add series     
Type  Assigned To  Activity  

Track 
Time  

Due  Effective  Completed  

Order 
Signed  

Created  ▼ User   
  Reviewed by 
Supervisor & 
Closed 

Animal Control 
Division, BakerK  

      01/28/2025  01/28/2025    01/28/2025  BakerK  

Target: APRIL LEILER, ACO.0334    
Case Status: Status Changed 

To: CLOSED 
 

   
 
  Notes Animal Control 

Division, BakerK  
      01/28/2025      01/28/2025  BakerK  

Target: APRIL LEILER, ACO.0334    
Comments:  The Department of Agriculture and the Town of Cheshire entered into an agreement on 12/23/24 

regarding the care of the animals at the Town of Cheshire's Animal Control Facility. This case is 
closed. Details of the agreement can be found in case #2024-491 

 
 
  Reviewed by 
Supervisor - 
comments 
attached 

Animal Control 
Division, BakerK  

      12/09/2024  12/09/2024    12/09/2024  BakerK  

Target: APRIL LEILER, ACO.0334    
Comments:  Case reviewed and approved. Case not closed pending possible civil action. -KB   

  Ready for 
Supervisor 
Review 

Animal Control 
Division, BakerK  

      11/25/2024      11/25/2024  WescovichT  

Target: APRIL LEILER, ACO.0334    
Comments:  please review and close   

  Notes Animal Control 
Division, WescovichT  

      11/25/2024      11/25/2024  WescovichT  

Target: APRIL LEILER, ACO.0334    
Comments:  On 10-30-24 I received the warrant back from the prosecutor's office with some feedback on revisions 

needed and follow up questions. 
 
On 11-14-24 I resubmitted the warrant for review with the corrections. 
 
On 11-22-24 I received an email from Deputy States Attorney Hannafin containing an attached letter 
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stating that they would not be issuing the warrant. 
 
The Department of Agriculture may take action against licensing/credential status, but no further action 
is required by this officer. 
 
end of narrative. 
 
case closed.  

  Notes Animal Control 
Division, WescovichT  

      11/13/2024      11/13/2024  WescovichT  

Target: APRIL LEILER, ACO.0334    
Comments:  On 11/13/24 SACO Santagata and I responded to the Cheshire pound for a follow up visit. 

 
I was informed by Lt. Miller that a hearing on the Lin case was supposed to have been done on this 
day. He stated he would give me an update when he heard anything. 
 
We did a walk thorough of the pound. It was approximately 945 am, the pound had not been cleaned 
yet, but ACO Leiler was just getting started. All the dogs appeared bright and allert. 
 
ACO Leiler reported that recently 5 of the dogs had gone to the vet for exams prior to returning to the 
owner, and 2 had gone to the vet after the last grooming session, one had an ear infection and one 
had tooth issues. Beemus, the dog with the tooth infection, got a dental with extractions. 
 
end of narrative. 

 

 
  Notes Animal Control 

Division, WescovichT  
      10/03/2024      10/03/2024  WescovichT  

Target: APRIL LEILER, ACO.0334    
Comments:  On 9-11-24, I met with Lt. Miller at the Cheshire Police Department. He provided me with a file 

containing the case reports for the dogs and a which included photographs that he had obtained from 
ACO Leiler and photographs that they had taken for evidence pictures after the last grooming session. 
On this date, Lt. Miller took me into the pound for a walk through. The dogs at this time were dry and 
the kennels appeared to have already been cleaned for that day. The supplied photographs were 
uploaded to the SharePoint file for this report. 
 
On 10-2-24, a meeting was conducted for an update on this case. In attendance was Director Duffy, 
Chief Baker, SACO DePietro and I. During this meeting, SACO DePietro and I articulated, that due to 
the investigation, there is enough probable cause to move forward with an arrest for animal cruelty and 
revocation of her license. Director Duffy will have a meeting with the Commissioner to inform him of the 
details of the case, after which a decision will be made on what next step will be taken. I was 
requested to find out if any dogs from other towns that are covered by ACO Leiler were housed at the 
Cheshire Pound. 
 
On 10-3-24, I responded to the Chesire Animal Control facility for a unscheduled visit to check on the 
dogs. 
 
Upon my arrival, I met ACO Leiler in the driveway. She brought me into the facility. I inquired if an 
assistant had been hired yet and she stated that they had received 12 applications, but no interviews 
had been done yet. I also inquired if any dogs from the other towns she works for, Haddam and 
Durham, house dogs at the Cheshire pound. ACO Leiler stated that they did not; the dogs from those 
towns were housed at Larkins Run which is a commercial kennel. I also asked for an update on the 
dog's case and if anything had moved forward with getting them signed over. ACO Leiler reported that 
the agreement has been signed for the owner to get three dogs back and the owner's son to get one 
dog and for all the others to be signed over. She stated that there is a hearing on 10-10-24. She is not 
sure what will happen at the hearing or how fast dogs can start getting adopted. 
 
On this date, it appeared that the kennels had been cleaned but were wet and in the process of drying. 
All the dogs were in the small cages or crates, many of them doubled up in the small crates. All the 
dogs looked healthy and were dry. I inquired how long the dogs were left in the small cages routinely 
and was told by ACO Leiler that they are in the small cages for approximately 3 hours. I voiced 
concern that the size of the crates was too small to keep two dogs together for that long and suggested 
to clean and dry one or two kennels at a time and put those dogs back in the kennels before moving 
on. ACO Leiler seemed to believe that that procedure would take her even longer to do. 
 
ACO Leiler inquired when I would inform her of the outcome of this investigation, I responded by 
saying I was unsure and that it was with my superiors to make that decision. 
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On 10/23/24 I submitted my case file and an arrest warrant to the prosecutor's office for review. 
 
end of narrative. case pending.  

  Notes Animal Control 
Division, WescovichT  

      08/27/2024      08/27/2024  WescovichT  

Target: APRIL LEILER, ACO.0334    
Comments:  On 8-24-24, I sent Dr. Anderson an email with some follow-up generalized questions about urine scald, 

dry eye and her interactions with Cheshire Animal Control. 
 
On 8-26-24, SACO DePietro and I responded to the Cheshire Animal Control facility for a check in and 
to ask ACO Leiler some follow up questions to identify some dogs. 
 
Upon our arrival, ACO Leiler was outside. She acknowledged our presence but then disappeared into 
the pound. We entered the pound and found ACO Leiler in the kennel area. I asked why she ran off 
and she stated that she wanted to call her supervisor as well as do something. She stated that Lt. 
Miller was going to come down. At the time of arrival, all the dogs were in crates, and it was apparent 
that the kennel runs were in the process of being cleaned at the time. The crates were small, 
approximately 1ftx2ft and there were two dogs in most of the crates. 
 
I spoke with Lt. Miller privately and, again, asked him to provide me with any of the case reports that 
pertained to of the dogs, including photographs of them at any time while in custody, inventory lists and 
identification paperwork, or any narratives pertaining to anything that happened medically or otherwise 
while in custody. I also requested specifically that Lt. Miller provide me with the necropsy results for 
"Lilly" the dog that was euthanized in June of 2023. Lt. Miller stated that he would do so. I asked Lt. 
Miller what was happening with protocol concerning ACO Leiler cleaning the pound, as the last 
conversation we had involved her having supervision during cleaning to make sure the pound was 
cleaned appropriately. He stated that he has been coming down a few times during the cleaning and 
that he was checking it after it was done. Lt. Miller stated he had been checking the pound at least 
once when it was done even on the weekends, except that he was out of state on the Saturday that 
just past. Lt. Miller did not reference any other individual who was responsible to check the pound on 
the days he was out of town. 
 
When speaking with ACO Leiler I asked her to view two photographs of a tan and white Shi Tzu with 
red/raw skin and a large amount of missing hair. The photograph showed to her was a photograph that 
was supplied by Krzyzanowski from when she groomed them. ACO Leiler was not able to positively 
identify this dog, she stated that it was one of the puppies that were born in custody. She stated that 
she calls the puppies "spot" and "no spot". 
 
I asked ACO Leiler to provide me with the name of the dog that was found to have a nail growing 
through its paw pad. ACO Leiler stated that she did not know the dog's name. I asked her to provide 
me with medical records showing that it had been treated by a vet, she was unable to produce them 
but stated that the dog was brought to Central Hosptial for Veterinary Medicine. 
 
ACO Leiler was asked to provide contact information for her friend who she reported had assisted her 
with grooming some of the dogs previous to when the professional groomers came in. She did provide 
me with a contact, Sharron Diganero 860-305-4208. I asked her what the name of the dog that was cut 
when Diganero was grooming and what vet he was taken to. ACO Leiler stated that the dog's name 
was "TJ" but that he was never taken to the vet for his injury, that she put bacitracin on it and the cut 
healed. ACO Leiler also stated that her friend did not groom the animals, but just assisted her when 
she herself shaved them. This statement is contradictory to what ACO Leiler had told us previously 
when she stated that she brought her friend in to groom the animals here and there. When asked, 
ACO Leiler stated that she did not take any photographs of the injury. 
 
I again asked ACO Leiler for the case number associated with the dogs and at this time she was able 
to provide the case number 22-31243. 
 
On 8-28-24, I inquired with Connecticut State Veterinarian, Dr Masur, about urine scald and dry eye. 
Her email response has been uploaded and saved in the SharePoint file for this report. Dr. Masur 
stated that urine scald can take days to weeks to occur. She stated that if left untreated, urine scald will 
have visible progression each day. She confirmed that urine scald can be treated unless it progresses 
to the point where the skin becomes septic. Dr. Masur informed me that dry eye is mild to moderately 
painful and if treated the pain typically resolves. 
 
On 8-29-24, I received an email from Dr. Anderson with her responses to the questions that I had 
emailed her on 8-24-24. The email was uploaded and saved in the SharePoint file for this report. In this 
email, Dr. Anderson informed me that while urine scald can occur in just a few days, she felt that with 
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the appearance of "Tiny" she felt it had transpired over several weeks. Dr. Anderson indicated that if 
urine scald was treated and kept dry, it would resolve or at minimal, improve. She stated that the rate 
urine scald progresses, if left untreated, depends on the amount of urine saturation and other care 
conditions and said that unless the skin bed has become necrotic urine scald can be successfully 
treated. In response to the question if it was possible for a mobile dog to get urine scald by 
intermittently laying on a urine-soaked towel, she responded that if the skin was able to dry between 
laying in the urine, it would be much less damage. 
 
In response to questions about dry eye, Dr. Anderson stated that the lid of the eye scratches against 
the surface of the cornea much like a windshield wiper running when it is not raining which in "Tiny's" 
case caused an ulcer. She stated that with treatment, the eye is much more comfortable, resolving the 
pain because the medication allows the animal to produce their own tears. She also responded that 
the longer the eye is left untreated the lower the chance of a full resolution and a higher chance of 
impairment of the vision. 
 
When asked about her general interactions with ACO Leiler, Dr. Anderson stated that a necropsy had 
not been discussed because ACO Leiler had stated that she wanted to bring "Tiny" in to be 
euthanized. ACO Leiler specifically told Dr. Anderson that she did not want a necropsy done on more 
than on occasion. 
 
Dr. Anderson was asked if she felt that in her opinion, could "Tiny" have been treated and recover from 
the conditions which he presented with. Dr. Anderson responded that yes, all conditions could have 
been treated. She stated that she explained all the treatments that could have been done to ACO 
Leiler, but that ACO Leiler was certain she could get permission to euthanize instead of treating. Dr. 
Anderson said ACO Leiler did take 1 week work of pain medication and oral antibiotics, but did not 
take any ophthalmic ointment to treat the eye. Dr. Anderson also confirmed that at no time between 
when "Tiny" was seen at Central Hospital for Veterinary Medicine (when the dry eye was diagnosed) 
and when he was brought in to the Meriden Animal Hospital for euthanasia, had ACO Leiler called for 
medication to treat his dry eye. 
 
end of narrative. 
 
case pending  

  Notes Animal Control 
Division, WescovichT  

      08/26/2024      08/26/2024  WescovichT  

Target: APRIL LEILER, ACO.0334    
Comments:  On 8-5-24, I was assigned to investigate a complaint of potential animal cruelty. The complaint was 

sent in by employees of the Meriden Animal Hospital, specifically, Dr. Amy Anderson VMD, Carlos 
Estevez, and Alexandra Dumas. All three complainants provided written statements and photographs 
via email indicating their concerns. 
 
The complaint indicated that a 12-year-old male Shi Tzu named “Tiny” had been brought to the 
Meriden Animal Hospital due to skin issues. Dr. Anderson noted in her statement that the dog “had 
urine scalding, urine-stained fur, multiple mats, stool stuck to the hair by his anus, alopecia on his 
distal limbs, red, raw skin, Grade 4/4 dental disease, an infected mouth with a rotten dangling canine, 
chronic dry eye, and a moderately deep central corneal ulcer.” She stated that she had received a 
veterinary exam report from Central CT Vet hospital dated 5-4-24 and based on that exam, the dog’s 
condition had worsened considerably since then. Dr. Anderson stated that ACO Leiler told her that she 
had the dog in her care for two years because of a cruelty case. Leiler mentioned to her that he was in 
poor condition due to age and that he and two other dogs urinate on their bedding and lie in it, causing 
the urine scalding. She also mentioned that they have about thirty dogs and are severely understaffed, 
making it difficult to clean and wash them regularly. 
 
On 8-6-24, SACO DePietro and I met with ACO Leiler at the Cheshire Animal Control Facility. When 
we arrived, the door to the pound was unlocked and we walked in. We found ACO Leiler in the kennel 
area with the hose in her hand. ACO Leiler stated she was in the middle of cleaning the pound. We 
advised her that there was a complaint and stated that we would conduct an inspection of the pound 
but that she could continue what she was doing while we did the inspection. At this time ACO Leiler 
asked, “am I going to get fired?” We again advised her of the nature of the complaint and informed her 
that we would do an inspection then discuss the complaint with her. 
 
Upon walking into the kennel area, SACO DePietro and I noted that the floors and walls of the kennel 
were very wet and the dogs themselves appeared to be soaking wet. It was noted that majority of the 
dogs appeared to currently be in need of grooming at the time of the inspection, with hair falling over 
their eyes and the fur on their paws stained from being wet. SACO DePietro observed a dog which had 
missing hair on its chest and pointed it out to me. It was also noted that although ACO Leiler stated 
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she was in the middle of cleaning and we had witnessed her with a hose in her hand, all of the dogs 
were still in the kennels. On this occasion most of the kennels housed two or three small dogs. There 
was also a husky who was housed singly, a large brown rabbit who had his own kennel, and a cat that 
was in the kennel area, but in a metal cage. 
 
The results of the inspection concluded that the pound was not approved. There were multiple issues 
including evidence of a mice infestation, the chain link on multiple kennels was broken, food was 
stored inappropriately (including an open bag of prescription food sitting on the wet floor), and lacked a 
properly set up quarantine run. At the time of this inspection, eight of the trough covers were not 
installed properly which either gave the dogs access to the trough or could potentially cause injury. In 
multiple areas of the pound mice feces were noted and the ACO informed us that she has been 
attempting to trap/kill the mice because she knows there is a problem. Overall, the pound did not 
appear to be cleaned or sanitary in any area and was not in good repair as to prevent injuries or able 
to be cleaned/sanitized properly. 
 
Once the inspection was concluded, ACO Leiler was nowhere in the building. I went outside to look for 
her and found her coming into the building. We informed ACO Leiler that a complaint was made about 
the condition and care of "Tiny". While discussing the complaint, ACO Leiler explained that “Tiny” had 
been groomed in May. She stated that although she and a friend had been doing the grooming since 
intake, they decided that the dogs should have professional haircuts since they would soon be leaving 
to be adopted. The groomer they hired, Melissa Kryzanowski who is also an ACO in Prospect, had 
advised her at the time of grooming that he should go to the vet due to his skin being red. ACO Leiler 
stated that at the vet he was given antibiotics for a skin infection, and he had recovered. SACO 
DePietro asked ACO Leiler if she had any photographs of the dogs from when they were seized or 
from any time since then, ACO Leiler stated that she did not. 
 
ACO Leiler then continued to explain about "Tiny", stating that one day a few weeks previous to the 
date of his euthanasia, her assistant, Rob Erickson, told her that “Tiny” wasn’t acting right. She stated 
that she called Meriden Vet Hospital and made an appointment but that they could not see him right 
away, so she put him in a crate in her office until the day of the appointment. When asked, she stated 
that “Tiny” was eating and drinking normally. 
 
ACO Leiler recalled that at the 7-26-24 appointment for “Tiny”, Dr. Anderson told her that he had an 
abscess in his jaw and an abscess in his eye and that he needed to be euthanized. ACO Leiler stated 
that she told Dr. Anderson that she needed to get permission from the lawyer to do so since “Tiny” was 
part of a seizure case. ACO Leiler stated that “Tiny” was sent home on pain meds and antibiotics to get 
her through until she could receive permission to euthanize. She then stated that she received 
permission from the town attorney to have him euthanized but that he advised her to request a letter 
from the vet dictating the necessity of euthanasia and stating that it was not her wrongdoing that 
caused the condition of the dog. ACO Leiler stated that she did not receive the requested letter from 
the veterinarian. 
 
ACO Leiler explained to us that "Tiny" was ambulatory, but that he was less active once she removed 
him from the kennel, she said that once she had permission from the lawyer to have him euthanized, 
she brought him back to Meriden Animal Hospital to do so on 7-31-24. 
 
SACO DePietro asked ACO Leiler to explain her normal procedure for cleaning the kennel. She stated 
that the dogs are removed from the kennel and put into a stack of crates that are in the aisle way of the 
kennel room, then she sprays down the kennel, scrubs with bleach, rinses, then put the dogs back in. I 
asked if she dried the kennels with towels or used a squeegee to remove excess water. She replied 
that she did. When SACO DiePietro asked why it appeared that the dogs were soaking wet, she stated 
that it didn’t matter what she does, the kennels are always wet and the dogs pee on their bedding. 
When asked if there were any other dogs with issues at this time ACO Leiler explained that there is a 
dog named “Circles” who has neurological issues and is on prescription food for urinary crystals. 
 
We explained to ACO Leiler that the concern was that the dog “Tiny” was in such bad condition when 
she took it to Meriden Vet hospital and why did she not bring him to the vet sooner. ACO Leiler stated 
that “when you have dogs in a wet environment that you will get some skin issues” and that “she 
knows that she has done nothing wrong.” She stated that she called for an appointment as soon as 
she was informed by ACO Ericson that something was wrong with him, but that she couldn’t get an 
appointment right away. When asked if any of the other dogs were having any of the same issues, she 
stated that she didn’t think so. SACO DePietro mentioned to her about the dog with the missing hair on 
her chest and advised her that the dog should be checked by a veterinarian, ACO Leiler stated that 
she would look at her and she could put her in a crate in the office. 
 
SACO DiPietro requested any photographs of the dogs previous to the grooming as well as after, 



specifically photographs of “Tiny”. ACO Leiler stated that she did not have any. SACO DePietro then 
asked again if she had any photographs of any of the dogs from anytime since they had been in her 
care, and she stated that she did not. The case number for the dogs was requested and ACO Leiler 
stated she did not know it and would need to look it up. 
 
We requested that ACO Leiler to call both Central Hospital for Veterinary Medicine and Meriden Vet 
Hospital and release the vet records to us. She did so while we were sitting with her. 
 
When asked about the details of the case these dogs are involved in, ACO Leiler informed us that the 
dogs have been in the Cheshire pound since October 2022, when they were taken into custody due to 
cruelty charges that were pending on the owner’s adult son who lived in the same house. She stated 
that it should “be done soon” which was why the dogs got haircuts from a professional groomer “so 
they would look more like their breed." When asked what constituted “soon” she stated that she did not 
know and it would probably be a while because even though they have an agreement in place, the 
owner keeps pushing things off and wanting to change the agreement. 
 
After leaving the pound, we responded to the police station and asked to speak with the supervisor 
who was in charge of animal control. We met with Lt. Miller and explained the basis of the complaint. 
We requested from him the case number and report for the dogs which he stated he could email to me. 
We advised him that an investigation would be occurring, and we would advise him of the outcome. Lt. 
Miller stated that it would take him a while to get the documents together and he was given my email 
address to send them to. 
 
On 8-6-24, we responded to the Meriden Vet Hospital and retrieved the deceased body of “Tiny”, 
which had been left by ACO Leiler for group cremation. I requested from the veterinary office that they 
email me any phone recordings that had involving Cheshire Animal Control and that I would be 
following up with Dr. Anderson in the near future. 
 
On 8-7-24, I submitted the deceased body for necropsy at UConn’s Connecticut Veterinary Medical 
Diagnostic Laboratory. 
 
On 8-7-24, SACO DePietro and I spoke with ACO Robert Erickson, the assistant ACO for Chesire, 
about “Tiny”. ACO Ericson stated that he had noted the poor condition of the dogs and had mentioned 
to ACO Leiler on multiple occasions that the dogs needed to be groomed. He stated that in May he 
noted that one of the dogs was very matted and had poop stuck to his rear end. ACO Erickson brought 
this to the attention of ACO Leiler and got permission to contact Kryzanowski to groom the one he had 
noted. ACO Erickson stated that Kryzanowski came and groomed the one dog, but when she saw the 
condition of the other dogs, she groomed two others that day as well. One of the dogs she groomed 
was “Tiny”. While being groomed, the poor condition of “Tiny’s” skin was noted and ACO Ericson 
stated that he sent ACO Leiler a text informing her of their findings. ACO Ericson stated that he was 
told to put “Tiny” in a crate in the office and that she would look at it the following day. ACO Ericson 
stated that Kryzanowski was not happy with that response and contacted ACO Leiler herself informing 
her that the dog required immediate veterinary care. ACO Leiler then instructed ACO Ericson to take 
the dog to Central Hospital for Veterinary Medicine, which is an emergency care facility that is used by 
the agency when Meriden Animal Hospital is not available. 
 
ACO Ericson reported that on 5-4-24 he brought “Tiny” to the Central Hospital for Veterinary Medicine 
for treatment. Medical records from the Hospital indicate that he had a body condition score of 5/9 and 
not having any lameness issues. They diagnosed him with severe dental disease, keratoconjunctivitis 
sicca (dry eye), and described his skin in the following way: “hind paws mildly swollen, skin is 
erythematous and moist, fur on paws stained, skin grossly soiled.” At the hospital, “Tiny” was given a 
medicated bath and an antibiotic injection. The discharge instructions were to follow up with the regular 
veterinarian to obtain medication to treat the dry eye, wear an Elizabethan Collar at all times to prevent 
licking and chewing at the affected area, and to contact the regular veterinarian or their hospital if the 
condition does not improve or gets worse. 
 
ACO Ericson then informed us that roughly two weeks before “Tiny” was euthanized, he came into the 
pound and noted that “Tiny” was acting weird, he stated that his eyes were crusted shut with discharge 
and when he tried cleaning out his eyes, the fur was coming off. He stated that he informed ACO 
Leiler, who again told him to put “Tiny” in a crate in the office for her to observe on the following day. 
He said about a week later, “Tiny” was brought to Meriden Vet hospital by ACO Leiler. He stated that 
ACO Leiler told him “Tiny” had “an abscess in his eye, an abscess on his jaw, the skin issues, a 
pancreatic issue and that the vet said he should be euthanized.” ACO Ericson noted that after a few 
days, he felt that “Tiny” was doing better and stated that he informed ACO Leiler of that, and also 
informed her that he felt “Tiny” could not eat dry food and that he was eating wet food very well. ACO 
Ericson supplied me, via email with a video of “Tiny” eating wet food that he had taken the weekend 



before "Tiny" was euthanized. ACO Ericson informed us that even though he had told ACO Leiler that 
“Tiny” needed wet food, he never saw evidence that she had given him any, but that she kept giving 
him dry food, which he noted always appeared untouched. 
 
ACO Ericson reported that in the year that he has worked for Cheshire Animal Control, the dogs have 
only been professionally groomed the one time in May, he stated that occasionally ACO Leiler’s friend 
would come groom one or two dogs but nothing routine. 
 
When asked what he felt was that biggest issues involving the dogs care he stated that the kennels are 
always wet, that there are chemicals on the floor not properly rinsed, and that the bedding is always 
wet because of it. ACO Ericson stated that when cleaning the kennels, ACO Leiler never removes 
them from the kennel and sprays the water and bleach while the dogs are in them. 
 
When asked about his impressions of ACO Leiler during the year that he worked with her, ACO 
Ericson stated that there was a clear lack of care, she did not pay attention to the dogs or their needs 
and there was a lack of compassion for the animals. 
 
ACO Ericson informed us that he had accepted a position in another town and his last day was 
scheduled for 8-16-24. He stated that he was concerned about the animals once there was no one 
else to see what was going on. He stated that the volunteers are afraid of ACO Leiler and therefore 
they would never question anything. 
 
On 7/9/24, I met with Kryzanowski. Kryzanowski stated that she routinely works with the Chesire 
Animal Control because Prospect does not have their own pound. She used to bring dogs there for 
holding, but she stated that she had not been happy with the level of care and had stopped unless she 
had no other option and then it would only be very short term. 
 
Kryzanowski stated that on 9-17-23, she was at the pound and noted that one of the dogs was 
bleeding. When assisting to inspect the dog, it was noted that her nail had grown through the paw pad 
and was bleeding. She stated she instructed ACO Leiler to take the dog to the vet immediately. The 
dog was taken to Central Hospital for Veterinary Medicine where she was diagnosed with an infected 
ingrown dewclaw. The veterinarian clipped and cleaned the area and prescribed antibiotics. 
 
Kryzanowski stated that previous to her grooming in May 2024, she has witnessed ACO Leiler hosing 
the kennels down with the dogs in them, she saw her pour bleach in the cage and then hose it down 
again. Kryzanowski stated that she had told ACO Leiler not to do that and advised her on all the 
potential skin issues it would cause. 
 
Kryzanowski stated that she was very distraught about the conditions of the animals. She stated that 
she reached out to the Cheshire town attorney informing him of the conditions but felt like she was 
being ignored. Kryzanowski stated that she felt the conditions of the dogs were so bad when she was 
there in May that it was at the level of cruelty and as an animal control officer, she had a duty to report 
it and she wanted to call the State Animal Control. She stated that she discussed the situation with her 
supervisor in Prospect but that he ordered her not to get involved. 
 
I asked Kryzanowski if she had ever sent or received any photographs of the dogs to ACO Leiler and 
she stated that she had. She stated that there were several photographs that she had through text 
messages both sent and received from ACO Leiler. Kryzanowski stated that she had multiple 
photographs of several dogs before and after grooming as well as the dog with the overgrown nail. 
Kryzanowski provided multiple photographs via email. 
 
Kryzanowski stated that after grooming the three dogs, she was hired by the town to groom the rest. 
After the first day of grooming, she realized that it was a huge job due to the poor condition of the dogs 
and was able to get a second person, Tisa-Lynn Wilson, who is also a professional groomer, to assist 
with the grooming. Kryzanowski stated that it took approximately one week to do all the dogs with both 
groomers working. Kryzanowski stated that the dogs were caked with matted fur, urine, and feces. She 
stated that she charged the town approximately half the cost of a regular price grooming. She stated 
that she used a cucumber melon shampoo on most but used oatmeal shampoo on the dogs with bad 
skin. Kryzanowski stated that she needed to use a #10 blade in order to get under the mats, but in 
some cases, she did need to use a #30 blade on their paws and faces because the matting was so 
tight. A #10 blade is a size blade that cuts the hair very short and is used routinely when maximum hair 
removal is desired. A #30 blade is not used for routine grooming but is used routinely when prepping 
an area for surgery, as it will shave very close to the skin and leave almost no hair at all. All dogs were 
shaved, bathed, and had their nails clipped. During this grooming she identified another dog whose 
skin was so raw she felt that the dog needed to go the vet immediately and she informed ACO Leiler of 
her opinion. Kryzanowski witnessed ACO Leiler making an appointment for that dog but said another 



dog “Circles” was having issues and that the vet appointment was used for him instead of the dog with 
the raw skin. Kryzanowski stated that she is unsure if the dog with the raw skin ever went to the vet. 
Kryzanowski provided the contact information for Wilson. 
 
Kryzanowski stated that she had offered on several occasions to come and assist in grooming the 
dogs previous to May 2024, but that that ACO Leiler never allowed her to do so. Kryzanowski stated 
that ACO Leiler had told her that “they are fine, we got it.” Kryzanowski stated that she didn’t know how 
much grooming was done but on at least one occasion, ACO Leiler texted her with a message stating 
that a dog had been cut while her friend was grooming it. Kryzanowski advised ACO Leiler to bring the 
dog to the vet, but she isn’t sure if that was ever done. 
 
I asked Kryzanowski if she could give me her opinion of “Tiny” as a professional groomer. Kryzanowski 
stated “neglected, horrible”. She stated that there was just no reason for any dog to get to that 
condition but more so since she had offered to assist on grooming so many times. She also stated that 
his condition was worse than anything she has ever seen as a professional capacity as a groomer. 
She also stated that she would consider it a “medical groom” as opposed to a maintenance groom. 
 
On 8-12-24, I responded to the Chesire pound and met with ACO Ericson. I asked him if any of the 
dogs had gone to the vet in the past week and he reported that they had not. I advised him that the 
one dog identified with missing hair on her chest needed to go. He said that he had an appointment on 
Wednesday for one of the other dogs to have their ears checked, I suggested that he bring the second 
dog with to get it checked as well. He stated that he would do so. I also asked ACO Ericson if a 
squeegee was used when cleaning the pound and he said yes, but that not before he began working 
there a year ago, he stated that he went out and bought squeegee himself, as he felt it would reduce 
the laundry load. ACO Ericson also informed me that he had noted that the same blankets that he had 
put into the kennel on 8-8-24, his last cleaning shift, were still in the kennels today, 8-12-24, several 
days later. 
 
On 8-16-24, SACO DePietro and I met with Chesire Police Chief Dryfe and Lt Miller. We advised him 
of the evidence of cruelty and informed him that we were not confident that ACO Leiler was able to 
care for the animals properly without supervision during cleaning. I explain to them that the dogs 
should be removed from the kennel, the kennel rinsed, scrubbed with bleach, then thoroughly rinsed 
again, squeegee off the extra water and then dried with a towel. We discussed options for care of the 
dogs and Chief Dryfe stated that he would make some phone calls and see if he could get some other 
credentialed animal control officers to volunteer for paid shifts at the pound. It was also discussed with 
at the time, the overall uncleanliness of the pound and the details that had caused the pound to fail on 
the most recent inspection. Chief Dryfe stated that he would figure out a plan moving forward 
considering the situation. 
 
On 8-19-24, I responded to the Cheshire pound to assist and was met by Lt. Miller who had been 
cleaning the pound with ACO Leiler. On this occasion, all the dogs appeared to be dry, the kennel 
floors also had appeared to be dry. Lt Miller stated the pound had been clean that morning as I had 
suggested. I also noted that the entire pound had been cleaned out and cleared of excess 
bedding/food/supplies that had previously lined the hallways at the time of the inspection. Both storage 
closets had been emptied and cleaned. Lt Miller stated that they would be purchasing shelving units to 
store the food on. I commented that the improvements were considerable, to which ACO Leiler stated 
that she had spent 14 hours doing it. 
 
On 8-19-24, I spoke with ACO Ericson, and he informed me that both dogs had been seen by the vet 
on 8-14-21. “Tae-Tae” was given medication for double ear infections and “Kittys puppy” was given 
antibiotics for a skin infection. He stated that a recheck of both dogs was scheduled for 8-27-24. I 
mentioned to him that the pound had been cleaned out extensively, and he replied that he knew, as he 
was the one that cleaned it on the Thursday previous to my visit. He supplied me with photos to show 
that the pound was in that condition before his last day of employment. 
 
On 8-19-24, I met with Tisa-Lynn Wilson, who had assisted in the grooming performed in May 2024. 
She stated that upon arrival she noted a smell and unsanitary conditions that concerned her. Wilson 
stated that the dogs she groomed were severely matted with long, curling nails and red/raw irritated 
skin. Wilson stated that as each dog was groomed, ACO Leiler was informed of the condition and 
advised to seek veterinary care. She reports that she noted dogs with ears that were extremely red 
and sensitive to touch. 
 
Wilson stated that on one occasion, when retrieving a dog from the kennel to groom, she witnessed 
ACO Leiler spraying the kennel down with the hose to clean it, but the dogs were still in the kennel and 
noted that ACO Leiler showed little care that the dogs were being sprayed with the water. Wilson 
stated that while there, she was informed to be careful in the bathroom because there were two 



cardboard boxes that contained wildlife, but Wilson noted that there were no air holes in the boxes. 
When ACO Ericson arrived, Wilson asked him to check the boxes, and they found a baby rabbit 
deceased in a box. Wilson stated that while getting a dog named "Circles" out of the kennel to be 
groomed, she observed blood in his cage and while grooming she noted that he also had skin issues 
and needed veterinary care. Wilson advised ACO Leiler of her observations. 
 
When asked her professional opinion of the dogs, she stated that the building was dirty, dogs were in 
poor conditions, and the smell was overwhelming. 
 
End of narrative. 
 
Case pending necropsy report, follow up with the attending veterinarian and follow up interview of 
subject. 
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Complainant ID 2330552 
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ANONYMOUS 
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Date Created 02/28/2023 
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Receiving Board ANIMAL CONTROL 
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Notes 
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Participants 
Add Master Case 
Timeline History 
Related Cases 
 

 

Comments:   

 

• Resolution  
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Type  Assigned To  Activity  

Track 
Time  
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Order 
Signed  
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  Reviewed 
by Supervisor & 
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Animal Control 
Division, DunnJ  

      03/08/2023  03/08/2023    03/08/2023  DunnJ  

Target: DOG POUND FOR CHESHIRE, DPF.000025    

Case Status: Status Changed 
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CLOSED 
 

   
 
  Ready for 
Supervisor 
Review 

Animal Control 
Division, DunnJ  

      02/28/2023      02/28/2023  BakerK  

Target: DOG POUND FOR CHESHIRE, DPF.000025    
 

  Notes Animal Control 
Division, BakerK  

      02/28/2023  02/28/2023    02/28/2023  BakerK  

Target: DOG POUND FOR CHESHIRE, DPF.000025    

Comments:  On 2/22/23, I received an anonymous complaint for Chief Animal Control Officer Jeremiah Dunn regarding a 
dog being injured at Cheshire Animal Control. I also received a brief 2 second video of a small white dog 
from State Animal Control Officer Charles Dellarocco. This video was forwarded to him anonymously. The 
video shows a small white dog sitting in a cage. It appears that the dog is sitting awkwardly. 
 
On 2/23/23, at approximately 11:00 am, I went to Cheshire Animal Control and met with Cheshire Municipal 
Animal Control Officer (MACO) April Leiler and Prospect MACO Melissa Kryzanoski. The Town of Prospect 
uses Cheshire’s animal control facilities for boarding dogs. 
MACO Leiler stated that on the morning of 2/8/23, she head Lily, a small white maltese type dog crying in 
the kennel. MACO Leiler witnessed another dog in the same kennel standing over Lily. She went into the 
kennel and saw that Lily was walking “funny,” favoring her left hind leg. MACO Leiler, who has been an 
MACO for 27 years, assessed the situation. Neither dog had obvious wounds on them. Because Lily did not 
appear to be in pain, she was placed in a crate in the office so that she could be observed further. MACO 
Leiler suspected that the dog’s toe nails might be impeding her movement and made arrangements for 
MACO Kryzanoski to trim them and give Lily a haircut. 
 
On 2/9/23, MACO Kryzanoski trimmed Lily’s nails and gave her a haircut. It did not appear that the toe nails 
were what was causing the Lily to have problems with her back leg. 
 
On 2/11/23, Lily was brought to Central Veterinary Hospital to be examined. A diagnosis was made of 
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progressive hind end paresis. And prescribed a steroid and pain meds to be administered if needed. MACO 
Leiler stated that the attending veterinarian told her that Lily does not appear to be in pain and the lameness 
can be caused by spinal cyst, spinal injury or other age related issues. It was recommended that a follow-up 
appointment be scheduled. MACO Leiler has scheduled that appointment for 3/1/23 at Meriden Animal 
Hospital. 
 
While at Cheshire Animal Control on 2/23/23, I spent some time with Lily. She did not appear to be in pain 
and engaged in playful behavior. When running, I noticed that her back hind legs appeared to be bowing in. 
All dogs were clean and the enclosures were in the process of being cleaned when I arrived. 
 
It is noted that Cheshire Animal Control is housing 31 small dogs from one case. Number of dogs located in 
each enclosure are as follows: 
Enclosure A: Mother and 3 puppies 
Enclosure B: Mother and 3 puppies 
Enclosure C: Mother and 2 puppies 
Enclosure D: Mother and 2 puppies 
Enclosure E: One dog 
Enclosure F: One dog 
Enclosure G: Mother and puppy. 
Enclosure H: Mother and puppy. 
Enclosure I: Two dogs. 
Enclosure J: Two dogs. 
Enclosure K: Two dogs. 
Enclosure L: Two dogs. 
Enclosure M: Two dogs. 
Office: One dog 
 
Cheshire Animal Control has a total of 16 enclosures. The dogs were placed in runs together to prevent 
additional stress and separation anxiety. They are all from the same investigation and household and are 
either bonded together or mothers and offspring. The females and males are allowed to play together in 
segregated supervised playgroups. Cheshire Animal Control has the ability to separate the dogs into 
individual enclosures and crates but has the above dogs housed together for health and welfare reasons. 
 
While at the facility, an inspection was performed. The facility did not pass inspections because of peeling 
paint on the kennel flooring. This was also noted on the last inspection and repairs had to be rescheduled 
due to the number of dogs in the kennel. It is also noted that dog pound regulations do not allow multiple 
dogs in enclosures except mothers and offspring. A written warning was issued for both and a reinspection 
will occur on or around 5/23/23. The inspection report and written warning are attached to this case report. 
Case closed. 
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Physical Requirements 22-336-16
Physical Requirements 22-336-16

Was this facility built before June 28, 1993 and there for Grandfathered?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13983

Maintained in good repair ?

Yes

No

Start DPF Inspection

Is the facility a  Commercial Kennel (CKF)?

Yes

No

Is the facility a Grooming Facility (GRF)?

Yes

No

Is the facility a Training Facility (TRF)?

Yes

No

Is the facility a Dog Pound Facility (DPF)?

Yes

No

List Dog Pound Towns
Cheshire, Prospect

Does the facility provide animal daycare?

Yes

No

Is the facility a Pet Shop Facility (PSF)?

Yes

No



Pens & Runs (Indoor Runs) 22-336-17
Pens & Runs (Indoor Runs) 22-336-17

Indoor Runs: 

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13986

Description
Paint on kennel flooring is peeling.  There are approximately 30 dogs at this facility because of
an ongoing cruelty investigation.  Repairs to the flooring cannot be scheduled until the case is
resolved or dogs are moved to another facility.

Violation ID
13950

Interior/Exterior Walls:
Concrete or cement block?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13950

Minimum  4 feet high?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13950

Proper size and gauge fencing?

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13951



Pens & Runs (Outdoor Runs) 22-336-17
Pens & Runs (Outdoor Runs) 22-336-17

Outdoor Runs: 

Yes

No

Not less than 40 square feet? 

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13986

Minimum 4 feet wide? 

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13986

Minimum  6 feet high? 

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13986

Solid partitions 4 feet high? 

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13986



Description

Violation ID
13987

Minimum 4 feet wide? 

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13987

Minimum 8 feet long? 

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13987

Minimum 6 feet high? 

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13987

Gate at the end of each run? 

Yes

No

N/A

Violation ID
13991

Description



Pens & Runs (Indoor Pens) 22-336-17
Pens & Runs (Indoor Pens) 22-336-17

Indoor Pens: 

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13989

Minimum 4 feet square? 

Yes

No

N/A

Solid partitions 4 feet high? 

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13987

Permanent roof over runs? 

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13988

Barrier on top of runs? 

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13988



Floor & Base of Runs (Outdoor Runs / Indoor
Pens) 22-336-18

Violation ID
13989

Description

Minimum 4 feet high?

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13989

Covered (under 6 feet high)?

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13989

Solid partitions 4 feet high?

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13989

Doorways offset for resting beds? 

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13985



Floor & Base of Runs (Outdoor Runs / Indoor Pens)
22-336-18

Outdoor Runs/ Indoor Pens?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13955

Smooth concrete floors?

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13955

Troughs / runs / pens properly pitched?

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13959

Troughs inaccessible to dogs?

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13959

Covered 6 inch  drains?

Yes

No

N/A

Description



Floor & Base of Runs (Indoor Runs) 22-336-18
Floor & Base of Runs (Indoor Runs)

22-336-18

Indoor Runs?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13958

Runs pitched toward trough:

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13958

Trough inaccessible to dogs:

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13959

Covered 6 inch drains:

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13959

Violation ID
13959



Heat & Ventilation 22-336-19
Heat & Ventilation 22-336-19

Thermostatically controlled?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13960

Clean and sanitary?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13960

Proper temperature maintained (Min temp 55 degrees/ Max temp 90
degrees)?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13963

Mechanical ventilation?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13960

Facilities/proper sewage disposal system:

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13959



Sanitation 22-336-22
Sanitation 22-336-22

Facility clean and sanitary?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13971

Lighting 22-336-21
Lighting 22-336-21

Natural or artificial lighting provided for a minimum of 8  hours?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13965

Water Supply 22-336-20
Water Supply 22-336-20

Sufficient amount of hot water?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13964

Sufficient amount of potable water?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13964



Storage of Dog Food 22-336-24

Food / Water Containers 22-336-23
Food / Water Containers 22-336-23

Galvanized or stainless steel containers? 

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13973

Washed and disinfected daily?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13973

Proper type of disinfectant?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13970

Feces and other excreta removed daily?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13968

Control of vermin/ insects / odors?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13968



Animal Care 22-336-28
Animal Care 22-336-28

Isolation Area 22-336-26
Isolation Area 22-336-26

One area per ten runs?

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13976

One dog per isolation area?

Yes

No

N/A

Description

Violation ID
13976

Storage of Dog Food 22-336-24

Dog food in original packaging bags stored at least 12 inches above the floor?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13974

Open food in metal or heavy duty plastic containers at least 12 inches above the
floor?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13974



Water provided at all times?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13978

Dogs under six months of age must be feed at least two times a day?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13979

Proper type and quantity of food?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13979

Sick or injured dog examined by a licensed veterinarian?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13980

Water impervious resting beds?

Yes

No

Description

Violation ID
13981

One adult dog per run or pen?

Yes

No



Signatures
Signatures

DPF Owner / Agent Name
April Leiler

DPF Owner / Agent Signature

DPF Inspector Name
Kelli Baker

DPF Inspector Signature

Violations
Violations
ID Statute Description Count
13950 22-336-16(b) 22-336-16 PHYSICAL REQUIREMENTS: Interior & exterior walls, concrete or cement block1
13977 22-336-27 22-336-27 QUARANTINED DOGS: One dog per run1

Selected Violation Confirmation

Estimated Next Inspection Date
05/23/2023

Comments & Photos
Comments & Photos

Comments
Flooring repairs were scheduled for this winter but had to be put on hold because of an ongoing
animal cruelty investigation.

Photos

Description
There are approximately 30 dogs at this facility because of an ongoing cruelty investigation.
There are a total of 16 runs.  Dogs from this investigation are kept in runs together to prevent
separation anxiety.  There are portable dog crates available to separate dogs if necessary.

Violation ID
13977



Complete or Close Inspection
Resolutions

Resolutions
ID Description
2259 Not Approved

Found Issues

Found Issues
ID Description
2588 Violation(s) found - Action required

Rating
NOT-APPROVED [35]

Rating ID (hidden)
35

Date
02/23/2023 12:59



 
 

 
 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

ANIMAL CONTROL UNIT 
 
 

 
TRADE NAME: _____________________________________  DATE/TIME: ________________________ 
 
LICENSEE: ___ _____________________________________  STATE LICENSE #: _____   _____________________ 
 
LOCATION: ________________________________________  TOWN: ______    ______________________________ 
    

 DOG POUND INSPECTION 

 

WARNING NOTICE 
 

You are hereby warned that this facility was found to be in violation of the laws and regulations listed below: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A r e - inspection of this facility will be conducted on or about  

 
Continued violations or failure to make corrections could subject you to fines and/or suspension or revocation of license. 

Dog pounds could be subject to closure.  If you have any questions regarding this matter, you can contact the State Animal 

Control Unit at 860-713-2506. 

 

 

 

Officer: ____________________________________________  Owner I Agent: ____________________________________ 

 

496 HIGHLAND AVE

DPF.000025

02/23/2023 07:41

DOG POUND FOR CHESHIRE

CHESHIRE

22-336-16 PHYSICAL REQUIREMENTS: Interior & exterior walls, concrete or cement block

22-336-27 QUARANTINED DOGS: One dog per run

DOG POUND FOR CHESHIRE

April LeilerKelli Baker

05/23/2023

Additional Comments:

Flooring repairs were scheduled for this winter but had to be put on hold because of an ongoing animal cruelty
investigation.



 
 

 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

ANIMAL CONTROL UNIT 

DOG POUND INSPECTION 

 
 
TRADE NAME: _____________________________________  DATE/TIME: _________________________________ 
 
LICENSEE: ___ _____________________________________  STATE LICENSE #: _____   _____________________ 
 
LOCATION: ________________________________________  TOWN: ______    ______________________________ 
    
 

              YES NO N/A 

PHYSICAL REQUIREMENTS, 22-336-16 

Maintained in good repair       ____ ____  

Interior / Exterior Walls: 

 Concrete or cement block      ____ ____ 

 Minimum of 4 feet high      ____ ____ 

 * Proper size & gauge fencing    ____ ____ 

 

PENS AND RUNS, 22-336-17 

Indoor Runs: 

 Not less than 40 square feet     ____ ____ ____  

 Minimum 4 feet wide       ____ ____ ____  

 Minimum 6 feet high       ____ ____ ____  

 Solid partitions 4 feet high     ____ ____ ____ 

Outdoor Runs: 

 Minimum 4 feet wide       ____ ____ ____ 

 Minimum 8 feet long       ____ ____ ____ 

 Minimum 6 feet high       ____ ____ ____ 

 *Solid partitions 4 feet high     ____ ____ ____ 

 *Permanent roof over runs     ____ ____ ____ 

 *Barrier on top of runs       ____ ____ ____ 

Indoor Pens: 

 Minimum 4 feet square      ____ ____ ____ 

 Minimum 4 feet high       ____ ____ ____ 

 Covered (under 6 feet high)     ____ ____ ____ 

 Solid partitions 4 feet high     ____ ____ ____ 

 

FLOOR AND BASE OF RUNS, 22-336-18 

Outdoor Runs / Indoor Pens: 

 Smooth concrete floors      ____ ____ ____ 

 Troughs / runs/ pens properly pitched  ____ ____ ____ 

 Troughs inaccessible to dogs     ____ ____ ____ 

 *Covered 6 inch drains       ____ ____ ____ 

 *Doorways offset for resting beds   ____ ____ ____ 

Indoor Runs: 

 Runs pitched toward trough     ____ ____ ____ 

 Trough inaccessible to dogs     ____ ____ ____ 

 *Covered 6 inch drains       ____ ____ ____ 

 Facility/proper sewage disposal system  ____ ____ ____ 

 

*Grandfather clause applies to this facility  ____ ____ 

   

            YES NO 

HEAT AND VENTILATION, 22-336-19 

Thermostatically controlled    ____ ____ 

Clean and sanitary       ____ ____ 

Proper temperature maintained   ____ ____ 

Mechanical ventilation      ____ ____ 

 

WATER SUPPLY, 22-336-20 

Sufficient amount of hot water   ____ ____ 

Sufficient amount of potable water  ____ ____ 

 

LIGHTING, 22-336-21 

Natural or artificial lighting provided 

 for a minimum of 8 hours    ____ ____ 

 

SANITATION, 22-336-22 

Facility clean and sanitary     ____ ____ 

Proper type of disinfectant     ____ ____ 

Control of vermin / insects / odors  ____ ____ 

 

FOOD / WATER CONTAINERS, 22-336-23 

Galvanized or stainless-steel containers ____ ____ 

Washed and disinfected     ____ ____ 

 

STORAGE OF DOG FOOD, 22-336-24 

Metal or heavy-duty plastic containers ____ ____ 

Unopened bags stored above the floor ____ ____ 

 

ISOLATION AREA, 22-336-26 

One area per ten runs      ____ ____ 

One dog per isolation area     ____ ____ 

 

ANIMAL CARE, 22-336-28 

Water provided at all times    ____ ____ 

Proper type and quantity of food   ____ ____ 

Sick or injured dog examined by 

 a licensed veterinarian     ____ ____ 

Water impervious resting beds   ____ ____ 

One adult dog per run or pen    ____ ____ 

THIS FACILTY IS USED AS A DOG POUND    

 For the Town(s) of: ________________________ 

 

Type of Inspection: ____________________________                                      Approved/Not Approved: _________________________ 

 

Officer Name:__________________________________                                          Owner/Agent Name:______________________________ 

 

Officer: ________________________________________                                         Owner/Agent: ______________________________________ 

02/23/2023 07:41

DOG POUND FOR CHESHIRE

496 HIGHLAND AVE

DPF.000025

CHESHIRE

DOG POUND FOR CHESHIRE

Cheshire, Prospectx
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x

NOT-APPROVED [35]

Kelli Baker April Leiler

COMPLAINT INSPECTION

x



 
 
 
 
 

 
 

EXHIBIT E 





 
 
 
 
 

 
 

EXHIBIT F 





 
 
 
 
 

 
 

EXHIBIT G 



 
607 East Main St. 

Meriden, CT 06450 
203-235-1131 

 
 

 
This report concerns "Tiny," a 12-year-old male Shih Tzu under Cheshire Animal Control's care 
following a seizure of multiple animals and a pending cruelty case. He has been in their care for 
nearly two years and was seen at Meriden Animal Hospital on 7/26/24. The officer, April Leiler, 
mentioned he was in poor condition due to age and that he and two other dogs urinate on their 
bedding and lie in it, causing urine scalding. She noted they have about thirty dogs and are 
severely understaffed, making it difficult to clean and wash them regularly. 
 
"Tiny" had urine scalding, urine-stained fur, multiple mats, stool stuck to the hair by his anus, 
alopecia on his distal limbs, red, raw skin, Grade 4/4 dental disease, an infected mouth with a 
rotten dangling canine, chronic dry eye, and a moderately deep central corneal ulcer. He also 
had an arched spine and an irregular gait, likely due to arthritis. We advised the ACO that he 
needed extensive care to improve his condition. The officer took an oral antibiotic and anti-
inflammatory for one week while awaiting authorization for euthanasia from town authorities. A 
few days later, she scheduled euthanasia for "Tiny." The ACO requested a letter clearing her of 
any wrongdoing in his care, but we declined as we did not know the case's history or 
progression. 
 
"Tiny" was euthanized on 7/31/24, in much the same condition as his previous visit, with wet fur 
and a foul odor from his mouth. The ACO expressed concern about potential legal 
repercussions from the owner stating, "she's going to sue me for having the dog euthanized" as 
well as relaying that her assistant also resigned. We humanely euthanized "Tiny." 
 
We received a copy of an ER visit to Central Hospital on 5/4/24, noting his dental disease, dry 
eye (no ulcer mentioned), and skin irritation from urine scalding. This visit was following a 
grooming appointment where the groomer raised concerns. He received a two-week antibiotic 
injection and was advised to use medicated shampoo for his skin condition. 
 
Based on the ER report, "Tiny's" condition worsened significantly in less than two months. His 
skin, oral health, and dry eye (now with an ulcer), were not fully addressed during that period. 
We are concerned about possible overcrowding and understaffing at the facility and the health 
of the other animals, especially the two kept with "Tiny." The condition of these pets, taken from 
a cruelty situation to a supposedly safer place, remains unknown. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Amy Anderson, VMD 



 
 
 
 
 

 
 

EXHIBIT H 





 
 
 
 
 

 
 

EXHIBIT I 

















 
 
 
 
 

 
 

EXHIBIT J 
























