UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF

TEXAS, TYLER DIVISION

Christina Flores v. The Law Firm of Derek Williams, LL.C d/b/a

Infinite Law Group

Flores - No. 6:25-cv-23-JDK-KNM - Decided April 2, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas adopted a magistrate judge’s Report

and Recommendation after the defendant limited liability company failed to obtain new counsel or

respond to court orders. The court struck the defendant’s answer, directed the Clerk to enter default,

and ordered the plaintiff to file a motion for default judgment within 30 days of the entry of default.
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The district court reviewed a magistrate judge's Report and
Recommendation after the defendant filed no objections. The court
adopted the recommendation, struck the defendant's answer, ordered
entry of default, and directed the plaintiff to move for default

judgment.

When no objections are filed to a magistrate judge's Report and
Recommendation, the district court reviews factual findings for clear
error or abuse of discretion and reviews legal conclusions to determine
whether they are contrary to law. De novo review applies if a party

timely objects.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. What standard of review applies when no party objects to a magistrate judge's Report and
Recommendation?

2. Whether the magistrate judge's recommendation to strike the defendant's answer and enter default

should be adopted after the defendant failed to obtain counsel or respond to court orders.

3. Whether the plaintiff should be required to file a motion for default judgment after entry of default.

HOLDINGS

1. When no timely objections are filed to a magistrate judge's Report and Recommendation, the district
court reviews factual findings for clear error or abuse of discretion and reviews legal conclusions to
determine whether they are contrary to law, rather than conducting de novo review.

2. A limited liability company may not represent itself in federal court and must appear through licensed

counsel.

3. The court adopted the magistrate judge's recommendation, struck the defendant's answer, and ordered
the Clerk to enter default because the unrepresented defendant failed to obtain counsel or respond to the

court's orders.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“As a limited liability company, Defendant cannot represent itself in federal court.”

“The Court therefore reviews the Magistrate Judge’s findings for clear error or abuse of discretion and

reviews her legal conclusions to determine whether they are contrary to law.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Christina Flores sued The Law Firm of Derek Williams, LLC d/b/a Infinite Law Group for alleged violations of
state and federal consumer-protection statutes. The defendant's counsel withdrew, leaving the limited liability
company unrepresented. Despite receiving orders requiring it to report on efforts to obtain counsel and show

cause regarding possible sanctions, the defendant neither obtained counsel nor responded.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed an action alleging violations of state and federal consumer-protection statutes. Defendant
answered, but its counsel withdrew in September 2025, and the limited liability company did not obtain
substitute counsel or respond to orders directing it to provide a status update and show cause why its answer

should not be stricken. Magistrate Judge K. Nicole Mitchell recommended striking the answer, entering default,



and requiring a motion for default judgment. After the objection period expired without objections, the district
court adopted the recommendation.
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