UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF

TEXAS, SHERMAN DIVISION

Clinton Williams v. ABCD Restaurants and Hospitality LL.C

No. 4:25-CV-00219-ALM-BD (E.D. Tex.) - No. No. 4:25-CV-00219-ALM-BD - Decided January 23, 2026

SUMMARY

A United States magistrate judge recommends granting Clinton Williams’s motion for default

judgment against ABCD Restaurants and Hospitality LL.C in an action under Title III of the Americans

with Disabilities Act. The recommendation concludes that the defendant’s failure to retain counsel or

respond resulted in default, that the complaint adequately alleges inaccessible parking at a public

accommodation, and that Williams is entitled to a permanent injunction, $8,712.50 in attorney’s fees,

and $405 in costs. The parties were given 14 days to object.
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Plaintiff moved for default judgment under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 55 after defendant failed to retain counsel or file a
responsive pleading. The magistrate judge issued a report and
recommendation recommending that the motion be granted and that

plaintiff receive injunctive relief, attorney's fees, and costs.

For a report and recommendation, the district court conducts de novo
review of specifically objected-to findings and conclusions under 28
U.S.C. § 636(b)(1); unobjected-to findings are subject to review for
plain error. In evaluating default judgment, the court applies Rule 55
and considers procedural sufficiency, substantive sufficiency of the
pleading, and the relief warranted.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.

2.

3.

Whether default judgment was procedurally warranted where ABCD Restaurants failed to retain counsel

or respond after service and repeated warnings.

Whether Williams's well-pleaded allegations established a Title III ADA claim based on the absence of

accessible parking.

Whether Williams was entitled to declaratory relief, a permanent injunction, attorney's fees, and costs.

4. Whether the amount of attorney's fees and costs could be determined without a damages hearing.

HOLDINGS

1.

Default judgment was procedurally warranted because ABCD Restaurants was properly served, failed to
retain counsel or plead, had been given repeated opportunities and warnings, and its default was not

attributable to good-faith mistake or excusable neglect.

. The complaint sufficiently pleaded a Title III ADA claim because Williams adequately alleged that he

had a disability, One Stop was a public accommodation, and ABCD Restaurants denied him full and

equal enjoyment by failing to provide accessible parking.

. The court did not determine that the alleged absence of accessible parking supported the reasonable-

modification or alterations theories, but concluded that it adequately supported the architectural-barrier

theory.

. A permanent injunction was warranted because Williams established irreparable injury, inadequacy of

legal remedies, a favorable balance of hardships, and consistency with the public interest.

. Declaratory relief should not be awarded because the record was meager, Williams had not specified

precisely what he wanted declared, and a declaration would serve no clear purpose given the available

injunctive relief.

. Williams was entitled to $8,712.50 in attorney's fees and $405 in costs, for a total award of $9,117.50,

without a separate damages hearing.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A party seeking a permanent injunction must show: (1) that it has suffered an irreparable injury; (2) that

remedies available at law, such as monetary damages, are inadequate to compensate for that injury; (3) that,



considering the balance of hardships between the plaintiff and defendant, a remedy in equity is warranted;

and (4) that the public interest would not be disserved by a permanent injunction.” (Discussion Part I11.B)

“It is RECOMMENDED that the motion for default judgment, Dkt. 15, be GRANTED.” (Recommendation)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Williams alleged that he has significant mobility impairments and uses a disabled parking placard. He visited
One Stop, a property owned by ABCD Restaurants in Plano, Texas, and alleged that the property lacked
accessible parking spaces, handicap parking spaces, and handicap parking signs, preventing him from safely
accessing the business. ABCD Restaurants failed to retain counsel or file a responsive pleading after service and
repeated warnings, resulting in entry of default.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Williams filed a Title III ADA action and served ABCD Restaurants' registered agent. The entity's nonattorney
registered agent twice attempted to seek permission to represent the company; both motions were struck, and
ABCD Restaurants was ordered to obtain counsel and warned that failure to do so could result in default. After
the defendant failed to retain counsel or respond, the clerk entered default, and Williams moved for default

judgment. The magistrate judge recommended granting the motion, subject to district-court review of any timely
objections.

DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The magistrate judge recommended that the district court grant the motion for default judgment, award
$9,117.50 in attorney's fees and costs, deny declaratory relief, and permanently enjoin ABCD Restaurants and
specified persons from disability discrimination and require ABCD Restaurants to make One Stop readily
accessible and usable by individuals with disabilities. Parties may file specific written objections within 14 days;

the district court must conduct de novo review of specifically objected-to findings.
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