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Wertman · No. CIV-25-962-D · Decided February 9, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Oklahoma grants Defendant Transcor
America, LLC’s unopposed motion to set aside the Clerk’s entry of default under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 55(c). The Court also grants Defendant leave to file its original answer and requires the
answer and a corporate disclosure statement to be filed by February 13, 2026.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant moved under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 55(c) to set
aside the Clerk's Entry of Default and separately sought leave to file an
original answer. Both motions were unopposed.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 55(c), an entry of default may
be set aside for good cause. The court considers factors including
whether the default was willful, whether setting it aside would
prejudice the opposing party, and whether the defendant presents a
meritorious defense, while recognizing that those factors are not
talismanic and that courts generally disfavor default judgments.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE nonprecedential
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Clerk's Entry of Default should be set aside for good cause under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 55(c).

2. Whether Defendant should be granted leave to file its original answer.

HOLDINGS

1. The Clerk's Entry of Default should be set aside because good cause exists: the default did not appear
willful or undertaken in bad faith, setting it aside would not cause the type of prejudice contemplated by
Rule 55(c), and Defendant's proposed answer reflects a potentially meritorious defense.

2. Defendant's unopposed motion for leave to file its original answer should be granted, and Defendant was
ordered to file the proposed answer by February 13, 2026.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“An entry of default may be set aside for good cause.” (Order)

“These factors are not ‘talismanic,’ and the Court does not have to consider them all and may consider
others.” (Order)

“Considering these factors and the Court’s general disfavor of default judgments, the Court finds that
vacating the Clerk’s Entry of Default is appropriate.” (Order)

“There is no prejudice to the plaintiff where the setting aside of the default has done no harm to plaintiff
except to require [her] to prove [her] case.” (Order)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Defendant failed to answer Plaintiff's Complaint within the required time, resulting in the Clerk's Entry of
Default on December 24, 2025. Defendant then filed an unopposed motion to set aside the entry of default and
submitted a proposed answer alleging factual circumstances that, if true, would constitute a defense. The Court
found no indication that Defendant's failure was willful or in bad faith and determined that Plaintiff would not
suffer prejudice cognizable under Rule 55(c).

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Clerk entered default against Defendant on December 24, 2025, after Defendant failed to answer timely.
Defendant moved to set aside the entry of default and sought leave to file its proposed answer. The District Court
granted both motions, vacated the entry of default, and ordered Defendant to file its answer and a corporate
disclosure statement by February 13, 2026.
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