IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF ROBERTSON COUNTY,
TENNESSEE, AT SPRINGFIELD

"

R
KRISTY A. C;‘?"fﬁ‘sl"a"ﬂi’iﬁy CLERK

PEPPER BLACK AND §
S. BRAD DOZIER, § DEC 0 9 2075
Plaintiffs, § Q{'%%ﬂ’{f—m
v. g Case No.: 74CC1-2022-CV-247
THERESA BALDWIN, g
Defendant. g
ORDER

This matter came before the Court for hearing on December 9, 2025,
upon the Defendant’s Motion to Compel Responses to Discovery and
Motion for Attorney’s Fees, Costs, and Expenses. Upon consideration of
the Parties’ filings, the arguments 0f counsel, and the entire record, the
Court FINDS and ORDERS as follows:

1. The Defendant has moved to compel responses to discovery.
The Defendant has observed that the Plaintiffs have not complied with
their discovery obligations as ordered by the Court. During the December
9, 2025 hearing, however, the Plaintiffs represented that they intend to
pay the entire judgment due, including the additional judgment obtained
at the December 9, 2025 hearing, within two weeks of the hearing and do
not intend to appeal the additional judgment awarded. For these
reasons, the Defendant’s Motion to Compel is GRANTED, but the Court
will order no further relief associated with the Motion provided that the
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entire amount due to Ms. Baldwin, including the additional judgment set
forth below, is paid within fourteen days of the entry of this Order.

2. The Defendant has moved for an additional award of
attorney’s fees, costs and expenses as mandated by the Tennessee Court
of Appeals. The Court finds that this matter was a Strategic Lawsuit
Against Public Participation (a “SLAPP” lawsuit) that involved extensive
and voluminous proceedings before the Plaintiffs’ appeal, during the
appellate proceedings, and after the Plaintiffs’ appeal.

When making a fee award, the Court must consider the ten factors
set forth under Rule of Professional Conduct 1.5(a). The Court has
reviewed the Defendant’s motion and supporting materials. Based on the
Defendant’s materials and the Court’s own familiarity with this case, the
Court now makes the following findings as to each of factor:

#1. The Court finds that this case involved extended and
voluminous proceedings and involved a complex area of law. The Court
finds that the time and labor required were significant and that this case
required a high degree of skill to defend properly under a specialized
statute. The Court thus finds that this factor is met and supports the
award claimed.

#2. Based on the reasoning set forth in the Defendant’s motion,
the Court finds that this factor is met.

#3. Based on the exhibits appended to the Defendant’s motion
and the Court’s familiarity with fees charged by attorneys, the Court
finds that the rates sought by defense counsel are reasonable and support
the award claimed.

#4. Although the Court finds that the total amount sought is high,
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the Court finds that the amount sought is reasonable in ]ight of the
voluminous proceedings involved and the results obtained.

#5. The Court does not place any weight on this factor.

#6. The Court finds that the same law firm has represented the
Defendant for the duration of this matter and that this factor supports
the reasonableness of the award claimed.

#7. The Court finds that the experience, reputation, and ability of
all of the lawyers involved in this matter has been exceptional and that
this factor supports the reasonableness of the award.

#8. The Court does not find that the fee is fixed or contingent and
does not place any weight on this factor.

#9. The Court does not place any weight on this factor.

#10. The Court finds that the Defendant has a written fee
agreement.

Based on these factors, the Court finds that all fees and costs sought
by the Defendant as set forth in the Defendant’s motion are reasonable.
Thus, the Defendant’s motion for attorney’s fees, costs, and expenses is
GRANTED, and the Defendant is awarded $145,662.66, reflecting
$141,604.00 in fees as detailed in the attachment to defense counsel’s
Declaration and $4,058.66 in costs and expenses. Accordingly, an
additional money judgment SHALL ISSUE in favor of the Defendant
against the Plaintiffs in the amount of $145,662.66. The judgment is
issued jointly and severally against the Plaintiffs. Under Tennessee Rule
of Civil Procedure 62.01, the Defendant may obtain execution or take
proceedings to enforce the judgment immediately.
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IT IS SO ORDERED.
ENTERED this the 9 _ day of December, 2025.
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ROBERTSON COUNTY

|, KRISTY A. CHOWNING, CIRCUIT COURT ct%& m
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the original of this instrument filed in this causg/\s
This__ 4 dayof____Dee. 2028 "
KRISTY A, CHOWNING, CLERK
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APPROVED FOR ENTRY By: /s/ Daniel A. Horwitz
DANIEL A. HORWITZ, BPR #032176

SARAH L. MARTIN, BPR #037707
LAURA E. CANTWELL, BPR#043452
HorwiITZ LAW, PLLC

4016 WESTLAWN DR.

NASHVILLE, TN 37209

(615) 739-2888
daniel@horwitz.law

sarah@horwitz.law

laura@horwitz.law

Attorneys for Defendant

F.

ary Blackburn (#3484)

he Blackburn Firm, PLLC
315 Deaderick Street, Suite 1700
Nashville, TN 37238




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this the 9th day of December, 2025, a copy
of the foregoing was served via hand-delivery, email and/or via UPS,
postage prepaid, to the following parties:

Gary Blackburn (#3484)

The Blackburn Firm, PLLC.

315 Deaderick Street, Suite 1700
Nashville, TN 37238

gblackburn@wgaryblackburn.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs

By: /s/Daniel A. Horwitz
Daniel A. Horwitz, Esq.



