
 
 

 
 
 
July 15, 2026 
 
VIA ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION ONLY 
 
Christine Renshaw 
Assistant County Counsel 
800 South Victoria Avenue 
Ventura, CA 93009 
Christine.Renshaw@venturacounty.gov 
 
 
Re: Santa Paula Animal Rescue Center, Inc. v. County of Ventura, et al. 

Ventura County Superior Court Case No. 2026CUWM067714 
 
 
Dear Ms. Renshaw: 
 
I write to follow-up on my letters, dated June 26 and July 10, 2026, and with 
the goal to urge the County to explore a reasonable and lifesaving alternative 
to this action, rather than killing Bruce, who Ventura County Animal Services 
describes as a “model citizen.”  
 
From everything I have heard and seen with respect to Bruce’s interactions 
with shelter attendants and visitors, Bruce’s behavior has been impressive, to 
say the least, especially given he has been in a kennel for four months.  The 
unyielding insistence that Bruce deserves to die—when Santa Paula Animal 
Rescue Center is willing to take Bruce—is, frankly, incomprehensible. 
 
Since you have been inaccessible by telephone, it is difficult to understand, 
and respond to, the County’s position.   
 
Is it public safety?  That is unpersuasive since Bruce would be released to 
SPARC and therefore not a community safety threat.  Is it potential liability?  
That, too, is unfounded since SPARC is willing to name the County as a co-
insured on a policy, and indemnify the County, in the theoretical event of a 
claim.  Is it that the County feels the April 15, 2026 order could not be 
modified, or is unwilling to seek its modification, with a lifesaving 
alternative?  That, also, is unconvincing since a Court, of course, always 
retains the inherent power to modify an order, particularly where the parties 
stipulate to a proposed revised order reflective of justice. 
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Ms. Christine Renshaw 
July 15, 2026 
Page Two 
 
In sum, when an eminently qualified sanctuary offers safe, secure and 
responsible lifetime care, why would the County and Mr. Rodriguez reject 
that alternative?  Nathan Winograd’s observation is on point: “It is not right to 
kill an animal who has an appropriate and safe environment for them.  
Bruce—described by the very agency seeking his destruction as a ‘model 
citizen’—deserve[s] an opportunity for life and happiness.”   I think the 
County would be hard-pressed to find fault with his wisdom.  Let’s choose 
kindness over killing. 
 
Please give me a call to discuss how we can save Bruce’s life, address any 
concerns of the County, and further judicial efficiency.  My direct line is 
760.423.5397.  Alternatively, I am more than happy to meet in-person with 
you, Mr. Rodriguez, a representative from the Board of Supervisors, or any 
other County representative, to discuss working towards a resolution that 
saves, rather than ends, Bruce’s life—the shelter’s “model citizen.” 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Walter Clark Legal Group 
 
/s/ Dan C. Bolton 
 
Dan C. Bolton 
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