
1 

 

Jeffrey de la Rosa 

1880 Morton Ave. 

Los Angeles, CA 90026 

Tel.323-864-7410 

Fax. 323-669-1105  

 

 

November 5, 2008     via FAX to: (213) 482-9511 

and FIRST CLASS MAIL  

      

Ed Boks, General Manger 

City of Los Angeles 

Department of Animal Services  

221 N. Figueroa Street, 5th Floor  

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

 

Re: Stu’s need for dental treatment  

 

Dear Mr. Boks, 

 

I am in receipt of an email message ,sent to me today, by Ross Pool. In that email, 

Ross states that he has received word from Bobby Dorafshire that Stu, my “little dog,” is 

in need of a “teeth cleaning” and nail clipping. Ross asks for my consent to have Stu 

treated and states that youre Department will transport him to and from a veterinarian 

with whom I have an “account.” I replied with a question about Stu’s condition and 

payment for treatment. I received no response. 

 

As you know, I have been begging your agency, for nearly 3 years, to provide 

proper medical care for Stu’s now very advanced dental disease which is the result of the 

negligence of your Department of Animal Services, in general-- and you, in particular.  

As you may recall, on September 16, 2006, during a visit with Stu at the South L.A. 

Annex, I observed that Stu’s gums were infected and that he had one cracked molar 

tooth. You may also recall that I posted this information complete with photographs of 

Stu’s deplorable condition on the World Wide Web and also began an email campaign to 

attempt to persuade you to treat my dog Stu with kindness and to provide proper medical 

care as is your responsibly under California Civil Code §1834, your mission statement 

and several other authorities. You may also recall that you when sent Stu to Villalobos 

Pitbull Rescue, you promised me on the telephone that he would be examined from “nose 

to tail” by a veterinarian and that he would receive “whatever he needs.” Your words. As 

we know, that never happened. 

 

Since Stu has been in the very generous care of Bobby and his very kind staff I 

have, several times, requested that he be treated by a veterinarian experienced with 

canine dentistry for his inflamed and bleeding gums. Several months ago, Bobby 

informed me that one of your vet techs administered Stu’s vaccinations and examined 

Stu’s teeth at K9s Only. I was told that the vet tech did not think that Stu’s condition was 
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serious and that he just needed “a cleaning.”  You must be aware that advanced gum 

disease can result in serious health complications, or worse.  

 

Since Stu’s arrival at K9s Only, Stu has lost at least one tooth, a molar, and his 

condition has deteriorated. His gums have been bleeding for over a year! I am aware that 

the Department has offered to anesthetize Stu and perform a dental procedure and that 

Bobby has, on Stu’s behalf, suggested that an independent vet perform the procedure off 

the premises of any Los Angeles Animal Services facility where, in his depressed 

immunity state, he may contract another infection—or worse. There is not a person 

outside, or perhaps inside, your department who believes that Stu would ever return to 

Bobby alive, or at all.  I concurred with Bobby’s recommendation and you were made 

aware of that request. For over a year since then, you have failed to respond or take any 

action to alleviate Stu’s condition. Stu’s dental issue could have been dealt with in 2006 

for less than $100 but due to your negligence, it will likely cost 10 times that much or 

more to treat him, now that he needs an actual dentist and not just a cleaning. 

 

Now—3 years and two months after you impounded him-- you are informing me 

that Stu needs a teeth cleaning and nail clip.  It appears, from Ross’ email which asks for 

my consent to treat Stu as well as for the contact information for a vet that has my 

“account” that you are expecting me to pay for this—a condition which you have ignored 

and refused to address when it could have been handled inexpensively. I have spent 

nearly $20, 000 in boarding fees for Maeve and litigation expenses to overturn decisions 

by your department which should never have been rendered. As you know, the Court has 

overturned the decision in Maeve’s case and decreed that the revocation of Maeve’s 

license is “invalid” due to deprivation of due process. We expect a similar result for Stu’s 

case in the coming months, if he survives that long. These decisions have formed the 

grounds for a significant legal claim against the City and others; and you are soon to be 

served with that complaint for damages. 

 

I am well aware of your personal feelings toward me as a result of my 

outspokenness concerning your Department’s treatment of animals in general and my 

dogs in particular. You have for three years now, incredulously, taken your contempt for 

me out on my dogs, Maeve and Stu. You are directly responsible for Stu’s advanced, and 

now apparently acute, dental condition and expect me to pay to have it treated. Why not 

forget about your feelings toward me and do the right thing for my innocent and helpless 

dog? 

 

 I hereby give my consent for only the following: 

1.      For Stu to be treated, at the City’s expense, exclusively by Dr. Anson J. 

Tsugawa at City of Angels Veterinary Specialty Center, 9599 Jefferson Blvd. 

Culver City, CA 90232. I must be present when Stu is picked-up from Bobby, 

dropped-off at the hospital, picked-up at the hospital and when he is returned 

to Bobby. 

2.       If any anesthesia is recommended, I must personally sign a consent form 

allowing same prior to any anesthesia being administered. 
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3.      If the City will not accept financial responsibility for this, then Stu must be 

seen by Dr. Vasquez at North Figueroa Animal Hospital at a time that I will 

arrange. I must be present when Stu is picked-up from Bobby, dropped-off at 

the hospital, picked-up at the hospital and when he is returned to Bobby. 

4.  Dr. Vasquez will examine Stu, at my expense, and prescribe a special course 

of antibiotics that will hopefully abate his condition until such time as I am 

able to pay for Dr. Tsugawa services or until you are ordered by a Court to do 

the same. This must be done by Friday, November 7, 2008 in order to mitigate 

Stu’s suffering. 

I consent to nothing else.  In the past you have chosen to manipulate the truth to 

your own satisfaction. Please be advised that any actions taken by your Department 

which are contrary to the above will result in a swift and appropriate legal response. 

I, respectfully request a letter to be signed by you and sent via fax or email, which 

states that you have agreed to #1 above, #2 or both by noon on Thursday, November 6, 

2008. On Thursday, if you have not responded, I will file for a court order to force you, to 

comply with California Civil Code §1834 in a manner deemed just by the court.  When I 

prevail in court, the city will be liable for the costs of suit and damages, pursuant to 

applicable law.  Please take note that you would be ill advised to resort to any retaliatory 

actions against me or my dogs as you have done in the past.  

Do the right thing, Ed. Aren’t you tired of this battle? I am. So are Maeve and Stu. 

  

Your prompt reply will be appreciated. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 
 

 

Jeffrey de la Rosa 

 

 

Cc: Jim Bickart, Office of the Mayor  

       Bobby Dorafshire 

       Councilmember Dennis Zine; 

       Council President Eric Garcetti; 

       Board of Commissioners, Dept. of Animal Services; 

       State of California Veterinary Medical Board; 

       Edmund G. Brown,Jr., Office of the Attorney General  


