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VERDICT: $5,405,225

VERDICT: $5,405,225

CASE/NUMBER: Genice Marie Horta v. City of 
Los Angeles, et al. / 22STCV30091 

COURT/DATE: Los Angeles Superior /  
Feb. 20, 2026

JUDGE: Theresa M. Traber 

ATTORNEYS: 
Plaintiff – Ivan Puchalt, Jenna D. Edzant 
(Greene, Broillet & Wheeler LLP)

Defendant – Joshua A. Quinones,  
Patty Thammalaiviroj (Office of the Los Angeles 
City Attorney)

EXPERTS:  
Plaintiff – Dena Mangiamele  
(shelter operations); Christopher Hopkins M.D. 
(orthopedic surgeon); Ross Nathan M.D. (hand 
surgery); Amy L. Magnusson M.D. (vocational 
rehabilitation); Brook Feerick R.N. (life care  
planning); Timothy Lanning Ph.D. (economics)

Defendant – Kimberly Cherney  
(animal consultant)

FACTS: 
Plaintiff Genice Marie Horta operated an animal 
transport business. She was hired by an animal 
rescue working with defendant City of Los Ange-
les to transport a Belgian Malinois from the City-
owned and operated East Valley Animal Shelter  
to an animal rescue in Arizona. The dog had been 
surrendered to the shelter by its prior owner after 
it attacked his teenage daughter unprovoked, re-
quiring stitches. 

While at the shelter, the dog attacked a shelter em- 
ployee, again unprovoked. City employees also doc- 
umented repeated instances of aggression. Rather  
than euthanize the dangerous dog, the City made  
him available to rescues via the New Hope Program.  
The rescue HIT Living Foundation requested the  
dog and, through an agent, hired Horta to transport 
the dog. 

On September 23, 2020, plaintiff arrived at the shelter  
to collect the dog. Neither the rescue nor the shelter  
employees warned plaintiff of any bite history or 
aggression. After plaintiff gave the dog a treat, the 
dog attacked her, breaking her ulna bone within 
three seconds and pulling her to the ground. 

As a result of the attack, plaintiff suffered severe 
orthopedic injuries and permanent damage to her 
radial sensory nerve.

PERSONAL INJURY
DOG ATTACK
Negligence

Plaintiff contended that the City of Los Angeles was  
the legal owner of the dog for purposes of applying 
strict liability under California’s Dog Bite Statute 
(Civil Code 3342). Plaintiff also contended that the  
City was negligent because (1) it failed to euthanize the  
dog despite knowing the dog was a risk to public 
safety, a severe bite history, and ongoing aggression, 
(2) it failed to warn plaintiff about the dog’s bite his- 
tory and aggression before allowing her to approach  
the dog, and (3) the City employee handling the  
dog did not properly and adequately restrain and 
control the dog, allowing it to attack plaintiff.

The City of Los Angeles contended that the rescue  
organization, HIT Living Foundation, was the legal  
owner of the dog for purposes of the Dog Bite Statute. 
Defendant also contended that the City was not neg- 
ligent in any way, but that the rescue organization 
was negligent by failing to warn plaintiff of the dog’s 
history and that plaintiff herself was negligent in 
how she interacted with the dog. Defendant disputed 
each of plaintiff ’s negligence theories.

RESULT:
Total Verdict: $5,405,225 (past medical expenses  
$105,225; past non-economic $500,000; future me- 
dical expenses $1.8 million; future non-economic 
$3 million)

FILING DATE: Sep. 20, 2022
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