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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR DAVIDSON COUNTY, TENNESSEE 

 

NATHAN BEAM,     ) 

       ) 

 Plaintiff,     ) 

       ) 

vs.       )  Case No.: 

       ) 

KRISTIN CAVALLARI, JAY CULER, and ) 

NEXT CHAPTER, LLC,    ) 

       ) 

 Defendants.     ) 

              

 

COMPLAINT 

              

 

Comes now Plaintiff Nathan Beam, by and through counsel, and would respectfully state 

as follows to the Court: 

I. PARTIES 

1. Plaintiff Nathan Beam is a citizen and resident of Jackson County, Alabama. 

2. Defendant Kristin Cavallari is an adult resident citizen of Franklin, Williamson 

County, Tennessee. 

3. Defendant Jay Cutler is an adult resident citizen of Nashville, Davidson County, 

Tennessee. 

4. Defendant Next Chapter, LLC is a Tennessee limited liability company 

authorized to do business in the State of Tennessee and with its principal place of business 

located at 2927 Berry Hill Drive, Nashville, Davidson County, Tennessee 37204. It can be 

served process through its registered agent John T. Cook, 2927 Berry Hill Drive, Nashville, 

Tennessee 37204. 

II. JURISDICTION & VENUE 

5. All events, which form the basis of this Complaint, occurred in Franklin, 
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Williamson County, Tennessee.  

6. Venue is properly situated in Davidson County pursuant to Tenn. Code Ann. § 

20-4-101(a). 

7. This Court has jurisdiction of this matter pursuant to Tenn. Code Ann. § 16-10-

101. 

III. GENERAL ALLEGATIONS AND FACTS 

8. On June 3, 2020, Plaintiff, a cable and satellite installer, was an invitee to the 

house located at 2050 Old Hillsboro Road, Franklin, Tennessee 37064. 

9. The house is located in Williamson County and owned by Next Chapter, LLC, a 

Davidson County limited liability company. 

10. Though divorced, Defendants Cavallari and Cutler were joint owners of two (2) 

German Shepherd dogs, as defined under Tenn. Code Ann. § 44-8-413(e)(1), on June 3, 2020. 

11. The house was purchased days earlier on May 27, 2020 by Next Chapter, LLC, 

and Plaintiff was an invitee on the property to perform a new install. 

12. Upon arrival, Plaintiff noticed that neither German Shepherd was restrained or 

otherwise restricted to an enclosed area as required under the installation agreement. 

13. After the completion of the install, Plaintiff was walking to his vehicle to leave the 

property and turned right at the truck’s bed to go to his driver side door when he first saw the large 

German Shepherd, believed to be named “Kona,” at Plaintiff’s driver-side door. 

14. The dog’s location was directly in front of the driver door and prevented Plaintiff 

from opening it to enter his vehicle and leave the property. 

15. As Plaintiff was picking up an object off the ground in hopes that the German 

Shepherd would leave and otherwise stop impeding Plaintiff from entering his vehicle, the dog’s 
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mouth and teeth clamped down on Plaintiff’s left thumb and fingernail and would not let go for 

several seconds. 

16. Plaintiff did not entice, disturb, alarm, harass, or otherwise provoke the dog. 

17. Plaintiff informed a personal assistant and/or agent of Defendant Cavallari who 

gave him a paper towel and told to leave the property immediately. 

18. Upon information and belief, Defendants Cavallari and Cutler were not on the 

Williamson County property at the time of the attack. 

19. Defendants Cavallari and Cutler, as owners of the German Shepherds, are 

required under Tenn. Code Ann. § 44-8-413(a)(1) to keep their dogs under reasonable control at 

all times and to keep their dogs from running at large. 

20. Defendants Cavallari and Cutler did not keep either German Shepherd under any 

control, reasonable or otherwise, while Plaintiff was lawfully on the private property of 

Defendant Next Chapter, LLC, thus, violating Tenn. Code Ann. § 44-8-413(a)(1). 

21. Furthermore, the German Shepherds were uncontrolled by Defendants Cavallari 

and Cutler upon the premises of Next Chapter, LLC and running-at-large as defined under Tenn. 

Code Ann. § 44-8-413(e)(2). 

22. In addition, Defendant Cavallari’s personal assistant(s) and/or agent(s), who were 

at the house on during the attack, admittedly failed to take any steps or measures to restrain, 

confine, or otherwise control the dogs while Plaintiff was on the property or to keep the dogs 

restrained as required by the cable and satellite company. 

23. As such, Defendants Cavallari and Cutler should be held liable regardless of 

whether the dogs had shown any dangerous propensities or whether they knew or should have 

known of the dogs’ dangerous propensities in accordance with Tenn. Code Ann. § 44-8-
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413(a)(2). 

24. In the alternative Defendant Next Chapter, LLC, as the owner of the subject 

premises, and Defendants Cavallari and Cutler, as the owners of the dog which bit Plaintiff, 

knew or should have of the dog’s dangerous propensities in accordance with Tenn. Code Ann. § 

44-8-413(c)(1). 

25. On October 25, 2017, Defendant Cavallari posted a photo of the two German 

Shepherds on social media with the following captions #DontMessWithThisCrew and 

#TrainedKiller. 

26. October 18, 2017, Defendant Cavallari also posted a photo of one of the German 

Shepherds on social media with the following text “Beast.” 

27. In addition, Defendants knew or should have known that their large German 

Shepherds were accustomed or disposed to injure persons as well as of their dangerous 

propensities towards vicious behavior as the breed have been repeatedly classified, on numerous 

occasions, as a dangerous. 

28. The American Veterinary Medical Association conducted a study and concluded 

that German Shepherds were one of the most dangerous breeds based on bite severity and 

frequency of biting
1
. 

29. The large German Shepherds, while on the premises and given their dangerous 

propensities
2
, constituted an unreasonable risk of harm to those on the property. 

30. No Defendant and/or personal assistant(s) and/or agent(s) of any Defendant, who 

was present on the day Plaintiff suffered his injuries, gave warning to Plaintiff of the dog’s 

dangerous propensities. 

                                                 
1
 https://www.avma.org/resources-tools/literature-reviews/dog-bite-risk-and-prevention-role-breed 

2
 Dangerous propensities being plead herein include, but are not limited to, playfulness and mischievousness. 
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31. Defendant Next Chapter, LLC, as the property owner, owed a non-delegable duty 

to use reasonable care in the ownership and maintenance of the property to prevent or abate 

dangerous conditions on the property. 

32. Defendant Next Chapter, LLC breached that duty by failing to use ordinary care, 

by failing to restrain, by failing to control properly, by allowing the dogs to run at large on the 

property, and by failing to warn Plaintiff of the dogs’ dangerous propensities. 

33. As a direct and proximate result of said dog bite and Defendants’ negligent 

conduct, Plaintiff has suffered serious, painful, disabling, and permanent bodily injuries, which 

have required him to incur and to become liable for certain medical bills and other expenses and 

will continue to do so in the future and which resulted in pain and suffering, mental anguish, loss 

of capacity for enjoyment of life, and lost wages. 

34. Immediately prior to the injuries incurred in the above-described dog bite, 

Plaintiff was in good health and able-bodied. 

35. The sole, proximate, and legal cause of the physical injuries of Plaintiff was the 

attack by the German Shepherd. 

CAUSE OF ACTION 

36. Defendants owed a duty of reasonable care to Plaintiff. 

37. One or more of the Defendants breached the legal duty of care and was negligent 

in that one or more of them: 

a. Possessed and retained a German Shepherd dog that they knew or should have 

known had the propensity to cause harm or injury; 

 

b. Failed to take adequate precaution and to properly restrain their German Shepherd 

that was known to have dangerous, mischievous, and/or violent propensities;  

 

c. Failed to use reasonable care to protect Plaintiff from unreasonable risks of harm 

due to their ownership and control of a German Shepherd that was known to have 

dangerous, mischievous, and/or violent propensities; and 
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d. Failed to warn the Plaintiff of their German Shepherd’s dangerous, mischievous, 

and/or violent propensities. 

 

38. The Plaintiff has a cause of action against Defendant Kristin Cavallari for 

negligence, negligence per se, strict liability, and all other applicable theories of liability. 

39. The Plaintiff has a cause of action against Defendant Jay Cutler for negligence, 

negligence per se, strict liability, and all other applicable theories of liability. 

40. The Plaintiff has a cause of action against Defendant Next Chapter, LLC for 

negligence and all other applicable theories of liability. 

41. As a direct and proximate result of one or more of the Defendants’ negligent acts 

and/or omissions, Plaintiff suffered damages which include reasonable and necessary medical 

expenses, pain and suffering, disfigurement, permanent impairment, loss of earning capacity, 

loss of earnings, and other damages. 

V. INJURIES AND DAMAGES  

42. Defendants’ acts and/or omissions were negligent and proximately caused the 

injuries to Plaintiff. Further said acts and omissions are the legal cause of Plaintiff’s injuries, as 

set forth herein, all of which otherwise would not have occurred but for the acts or omissions of 

Defendants. 

43. Due to the sole, direct, and proximate result of the negligence and negligence per 

se of the Defendants, the Plaintiff has been injured and his injuries include, but are not limited to 

the following particulars, to-wit: 

a. Physical pain and mental suffering associated with injuries he received as a result 

of the dog bite of a past, present, and future nature; 

 

b. medical and pharmaceutical bills of a past, present, and future nature;  

 

c. visible disfigurement and scarring; 
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d. conscious pain and mental anguish; 

 

e. loss of enjoyment of life; 

 

f. lost wages; 

 

g. loss of earning capacity; 

 

h. cost of medical treatment of a past, present, and future nature; 

 

i. permanent impairment and disability; and 

 

j. permanent injury. 

 

44. As a direct and proximate result of the negligence and carelessness of the 

Defendants, Plaintiff suffered injuries both temporary and permanent in nature, including 

permanent disability as well as visible disfigurement and scarring. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand the following: 

1. That proper process issue and be served upon the Defendants, and that the 

Defendants be required to appear and answer this Complaint within the time required by law; 

2. That Plaintiff be awarded damages as averred;  

3. That the Plaintiff be awarded a fair and reasonable amount against the Defendants 

to be determined by proof at trial in an amount not to exceed Five Hundred Thousand & 00/100 

Dollars ($500,000.00) for bodily injury, medical expenses, future medical expenses, permanent 

impairment, pain and suffering, disfigurement and scarring, emotional distress, loss of wages, 

loss of enjoyment of life, and other related compensatory damages; 

4. Any other relief to which Plaintiff may be deserving under the common laws and 

statutory authorities which govern this cause of action; 

5. That a jury of six (6) persons be impaneled to try this case; 
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6. That the costs of this action be taxed to the Defendants; and 

7. That Plaintiff has such other and further relief as the Court deems appropriate in 

the circumstances including, but not limited to, pre-judgment interest and post judgment interest. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

WILLIAM B. HICKY, ATTORNEY AT LAW 

 

 

 /s/William B. Hicky     

William B. Hicky, BPR# 25452 

Two American Center 

3102 West End Avenue, Suite 400 

Nashville, Tennessee 37203 

Telephone: (615) 324-8777  

Facsimile: (615) 691-8818 

E-mail: will@hickylaw.com 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
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