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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE
NASHVILLE DIVISION

Direct Line Corporation, ) Case No. 3:10-cv-0423
) JudgeTrauger
Plaintiff, )
)
V. )
)
Michael L. Carrington, )
)
Defendant. )

DENIAL OF ENTRY OF DEFAULT

Pending is Plaintiff’'s Maon for Entry of Default againddefendant (Docket Entry No. 10).
Defendant has filed an “Answer to Motion for tgnof Default” (Dockeé Entry No. 12). In his
response, Defendant states he negeeived the service of summaasd that he no longer resides at
the address to which it was sent. No default bellentered under these circumstances at the present
time. Defendant is advised that he must promatigwer the allegations in the Complaint against
him. If the service date is takéo be June 14, 2010, as stated bfeDéant in his response, then the
time for Defendant to file an Answer will expion July 5, 2010. If Defelant has not filed an
Answer by that date, Plaintiff may fileranewed motion for entry of default.

Plaintiff's motion is denied fothe reasons stated above.

s K&t Throckmerton

Keith Throckmorton
Clerk of Court
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