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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
 

SANTA PAULA ANIMAL RESCUE 
CENTER, INC. and CLAIRE BIRGY, 
THE GUARDIAN OF CANINE 
COMPANION BRUCE, 
 
                      Plaintiffs, 
 
VENTURA COUNTY, VENTURA 
COUNTY ANIMAL SERVICES, CITY 
OF OXNARD, and DOES 1-10,  
 
                   Defendants. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No. 2:26-cv-05196-SPG-E 
 
[PROPOSED] ORDER DENYING 
DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO 
DISMISS FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT [ECF #23] 

 On June 15, 2026, Defendants Ventura County and Ventura County Animal 
Services (“Defendants”) filed a Motion to Dismiss the First Amended Complaint. 
 Defendants requested that the Court dismiss the First Amended Complaint with 
prejudice on the grounds that the Court lacks subject matter jurisdiction over the claims 
and the First Amended Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief could be 
granted pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(1) and (6). 
 Oral argument was heard on August 12, 2026.  The Court, having considered the 
motion, opposition, and arguments of counsel for the respective parties, and finding good 
cause hereby DENIES Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss on the grounds that Plaintiff Santa 
Paula Animal Rescue Center, Inc. was not a party to the state-court proceeding, is not a 
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state-court loser, and alleges independent injuries caused by Defendants. Plaintiff Birgy’s 
claims are not barred by the Rooker-Feldman doctrine, and she separately alleges federal 
injuries arising from Defendants’ seizure, detention, administrative, and enforcement 
conduct and those claims do not depend on establishing legal error by the state court or 
obtaining reversal of the dangerous-dog determination.  T.M. v. University of Maryland 
Medical System Corp., 608 U.S. ____ (2026); Johnson v. De Grandy, 512 U.S. 997 
(1994).  

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated: 
HON. SHERILYN PEACE GARNETT 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 
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