
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS  

MARSHALL DIVISION 

LONGI GREEN ENERGY 
TECHNOLOGY CO. LTD, et al.

Plaintiff, 

v. 

JINKO SOLAR CO., LTD., JINKOSOLAR 
HOLDING CO., LTD., JINKOSOLAR 
(VIETNAM) INDUSTRIES CO. LTD., and 
JINKO SOLAR TECHNOLOGY SDN. 
BHD, 

Defendants. 

§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§   Civil Action No. 2:25-cv-00048-JRG-RSP 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 

Before the Court is Defendants’ Renewed Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff’s Amended 

Complaint for Insufficient Service of Process. Dkt. No. 39. By Defendants’ own admission, 

“[s]ervice of the Amended Complaint in this case is only valid if service of the original complaint 

is deemed valid, which is the subject of Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss (Dkt. No. 17).” Id. at 2.  

The Court has already found that Plaintiff’s service of the original Complaint was 

sufficient. See generally Dkt. No. 35 (R&R recommending denial of Defendants’ Motion to 

Dismiss Plaintiff’s Complaint for Insufficient Service of Process (Dkt. No. 17)—Report and 

Recommendation adopted at Dkt. No. 54). Accordingly, Plaintiff’s service of the 

Amended Complaint, here, is also sufficient.  

Therefore, Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint for Insufficient 

Service of Process should be DENIED.  

A party’s failure to file written objections to the findings, conclusions, and 

recommendations contained in this report within 14 days bars that party from de novo review by 

the District Judge of those findings, conclusions, and recommendations and, except on grounds of 
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plain error, from appellate review of unobjected-to factual findings and legal conclusions accepted 

and adopted by the district court. Fed. R. Civ. P. 72(b)(2); see Douglass v. United Servs. Auto. 

Ass’n, 79 F.3d 1415, 1430 (5th Cir. 1996) (en banc). Any objection to this Report and 

Recommendation must be filed in ECF under the event “Objection to Report and 

Recommendations [cv, respoth]” or it may not be considered by the District Judge. 

.

____________________________________
ROY S. PAYNE
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE

SIGNED this 3rd day of January, 2012.

SIGNED this 26th day of June, 2025.
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