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Cancer and Referral Centre, PLLC §

Additional Findings Regarding Claim for Attorgé} s Fees

On June 1, 2022, this case was called to trial before u\@ Christine Weems in
the 281st Judicial District Court of Harris County, @exas. Plaintiff Veterinary
Specialists of Texas, P.C. d/b/a Gulf Coast Vete@%y Specialists (“Gulf Coast”)
appeared with counsel and announced ready fo@%. Defendants Katie Stroda, DVM
(“Dr. Stroda”) and Pearland Cancer ag@%ferral Centre, PLLC (“Pearland”)
appeared with counsel and announce@@dy for trial. The case was then tried on
June 1-3, 2022, August 12, 2022, é&l August 19, 2022 and the Court heard and
considered the admissible evi@@@@ and the arguments of the parties.

On February 21, 20@the Court entered Preliminary Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law a@a Partial Judgment. The Partial Judgment provided a
schedule for submission of evidence and briefing regarding the remaining issue of
recovery of at@y’s fees. The Court considered the parties’ submissions regarding
attorney’ and heard argument from counsel as to attorney’s fees in a hearing on
November 3, 2025.

Having heard and considered the admissible evidence and the arguments of

the parties, the Court now makes the following additional findings:



1. Defendant Dr. Stroda established that she is entitled to recover
attorney’s fees from Plaintiff Gulf Coast pursuant to Tex. Bus. & Com. Code §
15.51(c).

2. Gulf Coast sued, among other things, to enforce a restric%g covenant
in its agreement with Dr. Stroda. The primary purpose of the agree@%@to which the
restrictive covenant was ancillary was to obligate the promisor,o@,}stroda, to render

5N
personal services. 0\@

3. Dr. Stroda established that the promisee, Gulf Coast, knew at the time
of the execution of the agreement that the covenan& not contain limitations as to
time, geographical area, and scope of activity t@e restrained that were reasonable
and the limitations imposed a greater restr@\@&%han necessary to protect the goodwill
or other business interest of the promr. Stroda.

4, The promisee, Gulf C(@%, sought to enforce the covenant to a greater
extent than was necessary t%%ct the goodwill or other business interest of the
promisee. @

5. The amo@ of reasonable attorney’s fees actually and reasonably
incurred by the Promisor, Dr. Stroda, in defending the action to enforce the covenant
was $39,355 { \al.

6. @e evidence, including the declaration testimony of Dr. Stroda’s
counsel, established that a reasonable estimate for potential appellate attorney’s fees

to be actually and reasonably incurred by Dr. Stroda in the future is: (a) $14,000 for

representation in the court of appeals, (b) $3,500 for representation at the petition for



review stage in the Supreme Court of Texas, (¢) $3,500 for representation at the
merits briefing stage in the Supreme Court of Texas, and (d) $3,500 for representation

through oral argument and the completion of proceedings in the Supreme Court of

Texas.
&
Signed on the date indicated below. @
Signed: o\é}
Signed:
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