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Clarification on Charlie, the subject of  
Vicious and Dangerous Dog Hearing 

 

Facebook comments suggest confusion about provisions  
of City law, role of various City departments 

 
 
SAN FRANCISCO (Dec. 10, 2012)—In response to a number of comments recently posted on the City 
Attorney’s Facebook page about “Charlie,” a pitbull owned by David Gizzarelli that attacked and injured 
a police officer and police horse last July, City Attorney Communications Director Matt Dorsey issued 
the following points to interested parties to address apparent confusion about City ordinances and the 
roles of various City departments: 
 

• The City Attorney’s Office is defending litigation Mr. Gizzarelli filed against the City and 
County of San Francisco consistent with its non-discretionary duty under the City Charter. 

 
• Charlie was adjudged “Vicious and Dangerous” under a public hearing process codified in 

Section 42.3 of the San Francisco Health Code, which provides at subsection (iv) that “[t]he 
decision of the hearing officer is final.” 

 
• Neither the City Attorney nor anyone in the City Attorney’s Office served as a Hearing Officer in 

the aforementioned Vicious and Dangerous Dog Hearing.  The Hearing Officer serves under the 
San Francisco Police Department.  

 
• Neither the City Attorney nor anyone in the City Attorney’s Office holds discretion with respect 

to the dog’s fate, or the Hearing Officer’s decision. 
 

• The San Francisco Department of Animal Care and Control has established an information line at 
(415) 554-9214 for individuals wishing to be express their opinion on the matter.  ACC 
encourages comments in writing, either by email at acc@sfgov.org, or by mail to the ACC 
Shelter at 1200 15th Street, San Francisco, CA 94103. 

 
• Individuals wishing to petition the San Francisco Board of Supervisors to amend City policies 

governing vicious and dangerous dogs are urged to access their district Supervisor’s contact 
information on the Board’s website at http://www.sfbos.org.   
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August 23, 2012 

Captain V. Guldbech 
Animal Care and Control 
1200 15th Street 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Captain Guldbech, 

On Thursday, August 23, 2012 at San Francisco City Hall, Room 408, a Vicious and 
Dangerous Dog Hearing was held, The purpose ofthe hearing was to determine if a 
black and white Pitbull dog named Charlie (A¥319601), owned by Mr. David Gizzarolli, 
41 Peralta Avenue #A. is Vicious and Dangerous as defined by .Article 1. Section 42(a) of 
the San Francisco Health Code. 

All interested parties gave documentary evidence and verbal testimony. 

FINDINGS 

1. On July 6,2012, Mr. Oizzarelli was running with Charlie off-leash at the 
dog run area at Crissy Field when the dog Charlie apparently caught sight 
of a United States Park Police horse named Stoney, being ridden by 
Officer Eric Evans. 

2. The dog Charlie ran directly at Stony from approximately 200 feet away 
leaving Mr. Oizzarelli bebind while calling out to the dog. 

3. The dog Charlie stopped approximately 6 feet short of Stoney and briefly 
hesitated before attempting to bite Officer Evans on the leg. The bite 
caused no injury to Officer Evans as the bite was iD..flicted to Officer 
Evan's leather riding boot. 

4. The dog Cbarley then bit Stoney on the left front leg and attached itself at 
which time Stoney reared and threw Officer Evans to the ground_ Officer 
Evans testified that he was temporarily knocked unconscious after the fall 
and when he became C011!lcious Stoney and the dog Charlie had left the 
scene. 

S. Mr. Gizzarelli was approximately 15 feet from Charlie when Stoney threw 
Officer Evans. Mr. GizzarelIi testified that due to the danger presented by 
the dog attackmg Stoney and Stoney's attempts to fend off the attack that 
he was unable to get control of the dog Charlie. He stated that when 
Stoney and Charlie ran off he gave chase on foot. 

6. Officer Evans testified that Stoney ran back to the stables but the stable 
doors were shut. Charlie caught up with Stoney and pressed the attack 
inflicting more injuries to the horse. 
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7. Stoney escaped from Charlie but was again set upon again and attacked 
after running to the stable doors on the other side ofthe building (which 
were also closed). 

·8. Stoney then ran through the presidio with Charlie in pursuit for 
approximately 1.6 miles before a U.S. Park Police officer riding a police 
motorcycle was able to scare Charlie away from Stoney. Stoney 
continued running another one-half mile before being located and then 
transported back to the stables far veterinary treatment. 

9. Injuries to Stoney included several bite mades 8lld bleeding gashes to his 
legs, thighs and stomach. Stoney also threw two horse shoes during the 
incident. 

10. Officer Evans testified that he suffered a concussion and a shoulder injury 
when thrown. 

11. Mr. Gizzarelli testified that Charlie received injuries to his chest area 
during the incident 

·12. The attack to Officer Evans and his police horse Stoney by the dog Charlie 
was unprovoked. 

CONCLUSION 

Based on the testimony at the hearing, the documents presented~ and these findings. I 
conclude that: 

1. The dogs "Charlie" is Vicious and Dangerous under the definitions of 
Article 1, Section 42(a) of the San Francisco Health Code; 

2. That the restrictions set forth in the San Francisco Health Code would be 
insufficient to protect the health safety and welfare ofthe community; and 

3. Therefore I order the dog "Charlie" to be humanely destroyed; 

I believe that this decision will protect the health safety and welfare of the community. 
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