




coordinating with Defendant Hanks in Tennessee pursuant to a civil conspiracy to threaten 

Plaintiff and his career with the dissemination of defamatory content regarding Plaintiff 

on line and elsewhere. 

8. Therefore, venue is proper in Wilson County, Tennessee. 

9. Tenn. Code Ann, § 20-2-223(a) states in port: 

A court may exercise personal jurisdiction over a person, who acts directly or indirectly, 
as to a claim for relief arising from the person"s: (I) Transacting any business in the state~ 
(2) Contracting to supply services or things in the state; (3) Causing tortious injury by an 
act or omission in this state~ [or] (4) Causing tonious injury by an act or omission outSide 
this state of the person who regularly docs or solicit business, or engages in any other 
persistent course of conduct, or derives substantial revenue from goods used or consumer 
or services rendered, in this state. 

Tenn. Code Ann. § 20-2·223(a). 

I 0. As will be more fully expounded by the Statement of Facts herein, this Court has personal 

jurisdiction over Defendant Hanks and Defendant Shotack pursuant to Tenn. Code Ann. § 

20-2-223(•) because Defendant Hanks, acting in concert with Defendant Shotack, caused 

defamatory content regarding Plaintiff to be posted on the internet and to be primarily 

directed at Wilson County, Tennessee, and Defendant Hanks's concerted actions with 

Defendant Shotack continues to cause or threaten to cause tortious injury to Plaintiffs 

personal and professional reputation in Wilson County, Tennessee, through the publication 

oflibelous statements for view in Wilson County, Tennessee and elsewhere, thereby giving 

rise to causes of action for libel, intentional infliction of emotional distress, and civil 

conspiracy. 

11. In addition, upon infonnation and belief and as is more fully expounded by the Statement 

of Facts herein, Defendants Hanks and Shotack have made or threatened to make several 

other defamatory postings on the internet on interactive websites primarily directed at 
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Szumski and falsely implicated that the reason Plaintiff refused to form a serious romantic 

relationship with Defendant Hanks was because Plaintiff had previously engaged in a 

romantic and sexual relationship with Ms. Szumski. 

28. Plaintiff would show that he has never, at any point, engaged in or attempted to engage in 

any kind of romantic, intimate, or sexual relationship with Ms. Szumski at any lime. 

29. Following Defendant Hanks learning that Plaintiff was acquainted with Ms. Szumski, 

Plaintiff would show that Defendant Hanks - without any factual basis or evidence 

whatsoeve, - proceeded to report Plaintiff to law enforc<:ment and accused Plaintiff of 

providing Ms. Szumski with intoxicating liquors and having sexuaJ intercourse with Ms. 

Szumski when she was still a minor. 

30. Plaintiff would show that thC$e accusations by Defendant Hanks are spurious and 

completely false. Moreover, Plaintiff would show th.at law enforcement subsequently 

questioned Ms. Szumski regarding Defendant Han.ks's accusations against Plaintiff. and 

Ms. Szumski completely denied ever having consumi:,d intoxicating liquors with Plaintiff 

or having sexual intercourse with Plaintiff at any tjme. 

31. Upon infonnalion and belief, Defendants• malicious campaign against Plaintiff is 

motivated in part by Oefend:mt Hanks's desire to retaliate against Plaintiff for his refussJ 

to efltcr into a serious romantic rclattOOship with her and also Defendant Shotak'sjealousy 

tQwards Plaintiff and his romantic feelings for Ms. Szumski. 

32. Plaintiff .... ~uld show that, on or •bout July 2021, Defendant Hanks beg3tl to author posts 

on Faccbook from her personal a«ount on pages c.rca1ed for residents of Mount Juliet io 

keep them infonncd about the community. A copy of this p0st is attached .u Exbibit A. 

33. Plalntiffy,'Ould further show that the facebook pOst directly identifies PJaindtTby Stl.lting, 
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dom:1gc incurred, or to be incurred. b)• Plaintiff', but in no event an 3 mount less Seven 

Hundred Fifi)• TI,ousnnd Dollars ($750,000.00); 

4. That Plaintiff be riwurdcd punilivc damages against Defendants upon an cvidcnliary 

showing of PlaintiIT's entitlement to the same; 

S. That Plaintiff be given o trial by a I 2•pcrson jury on all issues and claims so triable~ 

6. That Plaintiff be nwordcd a temporary restraining order, followed by a temporary 

injunction, against Defendants as set forth herein; 

7. That Pio.inti ff be awarded a pennancnt injunction at the conclusion of this cause against 

Defendants as set forth herein in Plaintiff's Application for Temporary Restraining 

Order; 

8. That Plaintiff be awarded pre- and post-judgment interest; 

9. That Plaintiff be awarded reasonable anomey's fees and costs, including court costs; and 

IO. That Plaintiff be awarded any further and general relief deemed appropriate by this Court. 

TIDS rs PLAINTIFF'S FIRST REQUEST FOR EXTRAORDINARY RELIEF. 

Respectfully submined, 

Andy Goldstein, Esq., BPR # 037042 
Scarlett Sloane, Esq., BPR # 039556 
COLE LAW GROUP, P.C. 
1648 Westgate Circle, Suite 30 I 
Brentwood, TN 3 7027 
Telephone: (615) 326-S430 
Fax: (615) 942-S914 
agoldstcinl@colclnwgrouppcsom 
~slonnc@colelawgmuppc.co01 
Allorncys for Plaimiff 

[VERIFICATION PAGE TO FOLLO\V) 
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