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SUMMARY

The court granted plaintiffs’ motion to strike Humboldt Heals’ answer because the limited liability
company was unrepresented by counsel in federal court. The court directed the Clerk to enter default
against Humboldt Heals and ordered plaintiffs to file a motion for default judgment under Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 55(b) within 60 days.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiffs moved for summary judgment against the remaining
defendants and moved to strike Humboldt Heals’ answer because
Humboldt Heals, a limited liability company, was unrepresented after
its counsel withdrew. The court granted the motion to strike, directed
the Clerk to enter default against Humboldt Heals, and directed
plaintiffs to file a motion for default judgment under Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 55(b).

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; district court order with no stated precedential status.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court could strike a limited liability company’s answer when the company failed to obtain
counsel after its attorney withdrew.

2. Whether default should be entered against the limited liability company after its answer was stricken for
failure to appear through counsel.

HOLDINGS

1. A limited liability company may not appear in federal court except through counsel admitted to practice
before the court.

2. The court may strike the answer of an unrepresented limited liability company and direct entry of default
when the company fails to obtain counsel after counsel’s withdrawal.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Defendant Humboldt Heals is a limited liability company, so it cannot appear in federal court except by
counsel.” (at 1)

“Additionally, since Humboldt Heals’ answer has been stricken, the Court DIRECTS the Clerk to enter
default as to Humboldt Heals.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Humboldt Heals is a limited liability company whose counsel withdrew from the case. After the withdrawal, no
counsel appeared on Humboldt Heals’ behalf, and the company did not oppose plaintiffs’ motion or appear
through counsel at the hearing.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Amelia Burroughs, counsel of record for Humboldt Heals, was permitted to withdraw on April 2, 2025.
Humboldt Heals did not obtain substitute counsel, did not oppose plaintiffs’ motion, and did not appear through
counsel at the October 21, 2025 hearing. The court struck Humboldt Heals’ answer and directed entry of default,
but required plaintiffs to separately move for default judgment.
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