
June 9, 2026 

Re: Bruce the Dog 

Dear Members of the Ventura County Board of Supervisors: 

Throughout my 33 years in public service, I came to appreciate that some of the most difficult 

decisions facing government are not simply questions of authority, but questions of judgment. 

Public officials must balance legal responsibilities, community expectations, and the obligation 

to act carefully, fairly, and humanely before taking irreversible action. 

My wife and I also understand these issues from a personal perspective. For the past 35 years, we 

have rescued dogs, including dogs facing euthanasia, and at times have cared for as many as 13 

dogs at our ranch. That experience has reinforced for us that many dogs can have a safe and 

humane path forward when people are willing to look carefully at the individual animal and the 

available placement options. 

I am writing in that spirit regarding Bruce. 

I understand that Bruce remains alive and in County custody, and that a qualified 

sanctuary/rescue placement has offered a lawful and humane path forward. I also understand that 

Bruce’s treatability and placement suitability have not been fully evaluated. In those 

circumstances, the County should not take the irreversible step of destroying him without first 

giving lifesaving alternatives full and fair review. 

I also understand that Animal Services continues to pursue Bruce’s destruction without fully 

evaluating those alternatives. That has contributed to continued dispute and emergency litigation 

over Bruce’s fate. Before any irreversible action is taken, the County should support a lawful 

lifesaving resolution. 

Most importantly, Dr. James Crosby, an internationally recognized expert in dog behavior, dog 

aggression, and dog-bite investigation, has concluded that Bruce should be transferred to 

sanctuary care rather than destroyed. I understand that Animal Services staff have also described 

Bruce as a “model citizen” while in custody. 

In light of those facts, careful review is warranted. California law recognizes both public safety 

and the preservation of animal life. It expresses a policy against euthanizing adoptable or 

treatable animals when lifesaving outcomes are available, and California’s shelter laws recognize 

mandatory release-to-rescue obligations when a qualified nonprofit rescue organization requests 

an animal before euthanasia. 

There is no public benefit in destroying Bruce if a qualified sanctuary/rescue placement can 

protect public health, safety, and welfare while preserving his life. 

The Board of Supervisors should ensure that Ventura County Animal Services and County 

Counsel give full consideration to any lawful alternative that would avoid the unnecessary 

Page 22 of 60

Jennifer Gordon
Highlight



destruction of an animal for whom a safe placement exists. This is not a request to disregard the 

County’s responsibilities. It is a request to pursue those responsibilities in a manner that is 

careful, humane, lawful, and consistent with California’s policy favoring lifesaving outcomes 

where they are available. 

I therefore urge the County to work with the sanctuary/rescue representatives, Bruce’s 

supporters, and any appropriate experts to support a lawful transfer to a qualified 

sanctuary/rescue placement. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Respectfully, 

Michael D. Bradbury 
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