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 Defendants Janice Sue Taylor, Desiree Saunders, and Ronald McBride 

appeal pro se from the district court’s entry of default judgment in the United 

States’ action seeking to reduce to judgment unpaid tax assessments, determine 

that certain properties were fraudulently transferred to Taylor’s alter egos or 

nominees, and foreclose federal tax liens.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. 

§ 1291.  We review for an abuse of discretion.  NewGen, LLC v. Safe Cig, LLC, 

840 F.3d 606, 616 (9th Cir. 2016).  We affirm. 

 The district court did not abuse its discretion in entering default judgment 

for the United States because the sufficiency of the complaint, the merits of the 
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United States’ substantive claims, the unlikely possibility of a dispute concerning 

material facts, and the fact that the default was not due to excusable neglect 

weighed in favor of entering default judgment.  See Eitel v. McCool, 782 F.2d 

1470, 1471-72 (9th Cir. 1986) (setting forth factors courts may consider in 

determining whether to enter default judgment); see also Fair Hous. of Marin v. 

Combs, 285 F.3d 899, 906 (9th Cir. 2002) (“With respect to the determination of 

liability and the default judgment itself, the general rule is that well-pled 

allegations in the complaint regarding liability are deemed true.”); Maisano v. 

United States, 908 F.2d 408, 409 (9th Cir. 1990) (recognizing that this court has 

rejected multiple variations of the “wages are not income” argument). 

 We reject as without merit appellants’ contention that the district court 

lacked jurisdiction.  See 26 U.S.C. §§ 7401, 7403 (authorizing the government to 

commence civil actions for the recovery of taxes and enforcement of liens). 

All pending motions and requests are denied. 

 AFFIRMED. 


