
















































































































































































exactly that. Moreover, “the fee awards should not be reduced by the ratio of successful
claims to the total claims advanced.” See Keith, 165 S.W.3d at 252 (citing cases). All of
the claims “were based on a common core of facts” and “[t]he claims on which plaintiffs
did not prevail were closely related to the claims on which they did prevail.” Hensley,
461 U.S. at 435. In the Sixth Circuit, “[t]he most critical factor in determining the
reasonableness of an attorney’s fees award is the degree of success obtained.” Pouillon v.
Little, 326 F.3d 713, 717 (6th Cir. 2003). The relief requested in this case exclusively
requested declaratory and injunctive relief, not monetary damages. (TR. I, 27-28). The
primary goal was “the vindication of its rights.” Laymon Lessons, Inc., 550 F. Supp. 2d at
763. That’s what they achieved so awarding fees was proper.

Also supporting the award, this victory had a strong public purpose. See
McClindon v. Russell, 108 F. Supp. 2d 842, 846 (S.D. Ohio, 1999) (gauging degree of
success on public purpose served by victory). The ruling forced Metro to re-write the law.
Metro explicitly stated that the ruling was the reason why (TR. XII, 1636), thus providing
the entire city with a better law. To characterize this as “at best, a symbolic victory”
(Metro’s br. at 17) or a “moral victory,” takes a dim view of the benefits a// Nashvillians
obtained from the trial court’s insistence on clear laws and objective enforcement. The
Fourteenth Amendment is, after all, part of the Constitution.

4, Factually, they can continue to homeshare even if they move
because that was the law before.

Metro argues that the Andersons really lost because they “could not legally
operate” before the ordinance and now still cannot. (Metro’s br. at 17). Metro waived this
issue by failing to make appropriate citations to the record. Also, the facts showed the

Andersons could homeshare before the ordinance and so now can.
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