
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEVADA

Josue Tabares v. Lithia Motors, Inc., a foreign corporation; Las
Vegas-J, LLC, a domestic limited liability company; Does I-X; and

Roe Corporations L_X, inclusive, Doe Employees I-X
Tabares · No. 2:25-cv-01266 · Decided December 8, 2025

SUMMARY

This document is a stipulation and proposed order in Josue Tabares v. Lithia Motors, Inc. et al. in the
U.S. District Court for the District of Nevada. The parties request a second extension of discovery-
related deadlines, primarily because they need additional time to schedule a Rule 35 examination of
the plaintiff. The proposed schedule extends expert-disclosure, discovery-cutoff, and pretrial-order
deadlines, and the court's order is dated December 8, 2025.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The parties jointly stipulated to extend discovery and related
scheduling deadlines, and submitted a proposed order for the district
court's approval.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A request to modify an unexpired scheduling-order deadline requires a
showing of good cause, meaning the deadline cannot reasonably be
met despite the exercise of diligence.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE nonprecedential procedural order

PARTIES Josue Tabares v. Lithia Motors, Inc., Las Vegas-J, LLC, Does I-X, Roe
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the parties demonstrated good cause under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 16(b)(4) and the
District of Nevada's local rules to extend the unexpired discovery and scheduling deadlines.

2. Whether the proposed discovery and pretrial deadlines should be approved.

HOLDINGS

1. The court approved the parties' stipulation and extended the specified discovery, expert-disclosure,
discovery-cutoff, and pretrial-order deadlines, generally by 60 days.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The parties had completed the Rule 26.1 early case conference and exchanged initial witness and document lists,
and the plaintiff had served written discovery. Remaining discovery included a Rule 35 examination, responses
to written discovery, depositions, vehicle inspection, and expert disclosures. The parties represented that holiday
scheduling difficulties prevented them from securing a convenient date for the Rule 35 examination and sought
60-day extensions.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The parties conducted the Rule 26.1 early case conference, exchanged initial witness and document lists, and
commenced written discovery. Because they were unable to timely schedule a Rule 35 examination of the
plaintiff, they requested a 60-day extension of most remaining discovery and pretrial deadlines. The court
ordered the proposed extensions.
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