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SUMMARY

The court grants defendants’ motion to continue the March 2, 2026 trial date but denies their request to
reset discovery and expert pretrial deadlines. Applying Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 16(b)(4), the
court finds that defendants did not demonstrate good cause because they were represented when the
relevant deadlines expired. The court orders a telephone scheduling conference to reschedule the
pretrial conference, trial, and any unexpired deadlines.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants Doreglys Manzano Borrell and Alive Free Transportation
moved to modify the scheduling order by continuing the trial and
resetting discovery and expert pretrial deadlines.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A continuance is reviewed under the trial court's sound discretion;
modification of a scheduling order requires good cause under Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 16(b)(4).

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; unpublished district court order

TOPICS

civil procedure discovery dispute

PRACTICE AREAS

civil procedure insurance



QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether defendants established good cause under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 16(b)(4) to reset the
expired discovery and expert pretrial deadlines.

2. Whether the court should continue the March 2, 2026 trial date in light of new counsel's recent
enrollment.

HOLDINGS

1. Defendants failed to show good cause for resetting the discovery, disclosure, and Daubert deadlines
because those deadlines could reasonably have been met with reasonable diligence while defendants
were represented.

2. The court granted the motion to continue the March 2, 2026 trial date because new counsel had recently
enrolled, while leaving all expired deadlines unchanged.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The “good cause standard requires the party seeking relief to show that the deadlines cannot reasonably be
met despite the diligence of the party needing the extension.””

“At the scheduling conference, the parties will re-schedule only the deadlines in this Court’s scheduling order
that have not yet passed. New Orleans, Louisiana, this 16th day of January, 2026.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Defendants' counsel withdrew on December 19, 2025, and new counsel cleared conflicts and enrolled on January
5, 2026. The discovery and disclosure deadline and the Daubert motion deadline had expired on December 9,
2025, while the dispositive-motion deadline expired on December 16, 2025. Defendants were represented when
those deadlines expired, and their prior counsel filed a summary-judgment motion by the dispositive-motion
deadline.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The defendants moved to modify the scheduling order after prior counsel withdrew and new counsel enrolled.
The court granted a continuance of the March 2, 2026 trial date but denied the request to reset discovery and
expert pretrial deadlines, finding that those deadlines could have been met with reasonable diligence.
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