
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

DelRosario v. PNC Financial Services Group, Inc.
DelRosario · No. 1:25-cv-00376-KES-HBK · Decided June 25, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California granted the plaintiff's motion to
stay the action pending arbitration. The court deemed the defendant's motion to compel arbitration
moot, vacated the initial scheduling conference and related deadlines, and required the parties to file a
joint status report after arbitration concludes.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved to stay the federal action pending arbitration, and
defendant had moved to compel arbitration. The court granted the stay,
deemed the motion to compel moot, and vacated the initial scheduling
conference and related deadlines.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Abuse-of-discretion framework for a motion to stay; the party
requesting a stay bears the burden of showing that the circumstances
justify the stay.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; the opinion is a district court order and the source metadata
identifies its precedential status as unknown.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the action should be stayed pending completion of the parties' arbitration.

2. Whether defendant's motion to compel arbitration remained justiciable after the parties agreed to
participate in arbitration.

3. Whether the initial scheduling conference and related deadlines should be vacated during the stay.

HOLDINGS

1. The action, including all discovery, must be stayed pending arbitration because the parties agreed to
arbitrate and plaintiff satisfied the burden justifying a stay.

2. Defendant's motion to compel arbitration was moot because the parties had agreed to participate in
arbitration and arbitration was already underway.

3. The court vacated all hearing dates and related deadlines, including the July 3, 2025 initial scheduling
conference, while the action remained stayed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Section 3 of the Federal Arbitration Act expressly provides that the Court “shall . . . stay the trial of the
action until such arbitration has been had in accordance with the terms of the agreement.”” (1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The parties had an arbitration agreement, and plaintiff initiated arbitration with JAMS. The parties agreed to
participate in arbitration, and defendant represented that discovery would be handled by the arbitrator rather than
exchanged in the federal action. Plaintiff therefore sought a stay pending completion of arbitration.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed this action and later initiated arbitration with JAMS pursuant to the parties' arbitration agreement.
Plaintiff moved to stay the action pending completion of arbitration, while defendant's motion to compel
arbitration remained pending. The district court granted the stay, mooted the motion to compel, and directed the
parties to report the conclusion of arbitration.
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