UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Nautilus Insurance Company v. Nulife Mulholland, LL.C

Nautilus - No. CV 23-00126-FMO (AGRx) - Decided March 3, 2023

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Central District of California ordered Nautilus Insurance
Company to file and serve a motion for default judgment after defaults were entered against three
defendants. The order specifies required contents for the motion, including procedural history,
compliance with Local Rule 55-1, the Eitel factors, applicable causes of action, and substantiation of

damages and attorney’s fees.

CASE DETAILS

COURT United States District Court for the Central District of California
WRITING FOR THE COURT Fernando M. Olguin

JURISDICTION United States District Court for the Central District of California
DECIDED March 3, 2023

DOCKET CV 23-00126-FMO (AGRx)

DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE After the Clerk entered default against three defendants, the court

issued an order directing plaintiff to file and serve a motion for default
judgment by a specified deadline and setting requirements for that
motion.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Nonprecedential procedural order

TOPICS

default judgment  default  civil procedure =~ damages  attorney fees
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. What requirements must plaintiff satisfy in moving for default judgment after entry of default?



2. What consequences may follow if plaintiff fails to timely file the motion or fails to provide sufficient

legal, factual, and evidentiary support for the requested relief?

HOLDINGS

1. After entry of default, plaintiff must timely file and serve a motion for default judgment addressing the
action's procedural history, Local Rule 55-1, the Eitel factors, the elements of the causes of action, and
the legal and factual bases for any damages and attorney's fees sought, supported by detailed
calculations and admissible evidence.

2. Failure to timely file the default-judgment motion, comply with the order's requirements, or provide
sufficient information to decide entitlement or damages may result in denial of the motion and/or

dismissal of the action for failure to prosecute or comply with a court order.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Plaintiff shall file and serve a motion for default judgment no later than March 17, 2023, and notice it for
hearing pursuant to the Local Rules.” (Page 1)

“Failure to include a request for a particular type of relief shall result in the denial of the relief omitted from

the moving papers.” (Page 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Clerk entered default against Nulife Wellness Group, LL.C, Nulife Recovery, LLC, and Nulife Mulholland,
LLC on March 2, 2023. Plaintiff sought to pursue default judgment and indicated that it might seek damages,
injunctive relief, and attorney's fees. The court required plaintiff to support any future motion with legal
authority, admissible evidence, and detailed calculations.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff brought this civil action against Nulife Mulholland, LLC and related entities. On March 2, 2023, the
Clerk entered default against Nulife Wellness Group, LL.C, Nulife Recovery, LL.C, and Nulife Mulholland, LLC.
The court then ordered plaintiff to file and serve a motion for default judgment by March 17, 2023, and warned
that failure to comply could result in denial of the motion or dismissal for failure to prosecute or comply with a
court order.
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