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SUMMARY

This Report and Recommendation addresses Regions Bank’s amended motion for default judgment
against Red Man Trucking, Inc. and Rodney Hill arising from an alleged breach of an equipment
finance agreement and guaranty. The court finds that defendants are liable and recommends an award
of actual damages, attorney fees, costs, and prejudgment interest. The visible text extends through
page 14 of the document.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved for default judgment after Defendants failed to answer
or otherwise appear. The magistrate judge issued a Report and
Recommendation granting the amended motion and recommending an
award of contract damages, attorneys' fees, costs, and prejudgment
interest.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Entry of default judgment is discretionary. The court accepts well-
pleaded factual allegations as true, except allegations concerning
damages, and independently determines damages from the evidentiary
record or after an evidentiary hearing. In assessing whether allegations
are well pleaded, Fourth Circuit district courts apply the standards
articulated in Ashcroft v. Iqbal and Bell Atlantic Corp. v. Twombly.



PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished Report and Recommendation; nonprecedential

TOPICS

default judgment breach of contract commercial litigation damages attorney fees

PRACTICE AREAS

contract law civil procedure commercial litigation remedies

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court had subject-matter jurisdiction based on diversity of citizenship and an amount in
controversy exceeding $75,000.

2. Whether Plaintiff established liability for breach of the Equipment Finance Agreement after Defendants
defaulted and failed to make required payments.

3. Whether Plaintiff established liability for breach of the guaranty after Red Man Trucking defaulted.

4. Whether the evidence supported the requested actual damages, contractual late charges, collection
expenses, future discounted payments, prejudgment interest, attorneys' fees, and costs.

5. Whether default judgment was appropriate after Defendants were properly served and failed to respond.

HOLDINGS

1. Default judgment is warranted where defendants were properly served, failed to respond, and the
plaintiff establishes liability through well-pleaded allegations and supporting evidence.

2. The court had diversity jurisdiction because Plaintiff and Defendants were completely diverse and the
amount in controversy exceeded $75,000.

3. Red Man Trucking breached the Equipment Finance Agreement by failing to make the required
payments, including the accelerated balance due after default.

4. Rodney Hill breached the guaranty because he unconditionally guaranteed Red Man Trucking's payment
and performance obligations and failed to pay after Red Man Trucking's default.

5. The evidentiary record supported an award of $146,838.47 in actual damages, $10,895.63 in attorneys'
fees, $964.80 in costs, and prejudgment interest accruing from November 1, 2023, at $69.59 per day
through entry of judgment.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The entry of default judgment is left to the discretion of the Court.” (at 6)

“When considering a motion for default judgment, the Court takes as true all well-pled factual allegations in
the Complaint, other than those pertaining to damages.” (at 6-7)

“A contract is formed at the place where the last act necessary to make an agreement a binding contract is
performed.” (at 9)



“To establish breach of contract under Maryland law, a plaintiff must demonstrate a contractual obligation,
breach, and damages.” (at 10)

“In diversity actions, state law governs a party’s right to recover attorney’s fees.” (at 15)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Regions Bank, as successor by merger to Ascentium Capital, entered into an Equipment Finance Agreement with
Red Man Trucking in January 2021 to finance the purchase of a used truck. Red Man Trucking agreed to make
seventy-two monthly payments and granted the lender a security interest in the truck; Rodney Hill signed both as
Red Man Trucking's president and as an individual guarantor. Red Man Trucking failed to make the required
payment in November 2023, and the lender later accelerated the balance. Neither Red Man Trucking nor Hill
paid the accelerated amounts or appeared in the action.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Regions Bank filed claims for breach of contract, breach of guaranty, and detinue on August 30, 2024. After
extensions and court-authorized alternative service, Red Man Trucking and Rodney Hill were served but failed
to respond; the Clerk entered default on June 9, 2025. The court referred Plaintiff's default-judgment motion for
review and a damages recommendation, held a hearing on October 1, 2025, ordered supplemental briefing, and
received Plaintiff's amended motion on October 27, 2025. The Report and Recommendation recommends
granting the amended motion and awarding specified damages, fees, costs, and prejudgment interest, subject to
objections under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 72(b).

DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

No remand was ordered. The Report and Recommendation recommends granting the amended motion for
default judgment and awarding the specified damages, attorneys' fees, costs, and prejudgment interest.
Objections were required within fourteen days under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 72(b) and Local Rule
301.5(b).
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