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RSPN      
J. BRUCE ALVERSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 1339 
KARIE N. WILSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 7957 
ALVERSON TAYLOR & SANDERS 
6605 Grand Montecito Pkwy, Ste. 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89149 
702-384-7000 Phone 
702-385-7000 Fax 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ryder Truck Rental, Inc. 
 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

NICOLE LIMON, 
 
                           Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
TONY STEPHENS, individually; 
RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC.; 
LOAD 1 TRUCKING LLC; 
DOES I-X; and ROE CORPORATIONS 
I-X, inclusive, 
 
   Defendants. 
___________________________________ 

CASE NO: A-19-794326-C 
DEPT. NO: 27 

 
 

DEFENDANT RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC.’S ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF’S 
INTERROGATORIES 

 
 
TO: NICOLE LIMON, Plaintiff; and 
 
TO: JOSHUA L. BENSON, Esq., her attorney 
 
 COMES NOW Defendant, RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC. (hereinafter “Ryder”), by 

and through its counsel of record, the law firm of ALVERSON TAYLOR & SANDERS 

pursuant to NRCP Rule 33, answers Plaintiff’s Interrogatories as follows. 

Case Number: A-19-794326-C

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
11/1/2019 4:16 PM
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

These responses are made solely for the purpose of, and in relation to, this action. Each 

response is given subject to all appropriate objections including but not limited to objections as 

to confidence, relevance, materiality, propriety, and admissibility, which would require the 

exclusion of any statement contained herein or document produced herewith if the request were 

asked of or document referenced or presented/attempted to be presented by a witness present and 

testifying in Court. All such objections and grounds therefore are reserved and may be interposed 

at the time of trial.  

In addition, Defendant has not fully completed discovery and preparation for arbitration 

and/or trial. The following responses are given without prejudice to Defendant’s right to produce 

evidence of any discovered fact or facts which Defendant may later obtain or recall. Defendant 

accordingly reserves the right to change any and all responses herein as additional facts are 

ascertained, analysis and contentions are made, and legal research is completed. 

The responses contained herein are made in a good faith effort to supply as much factual 

information and as much specification of legal contention as is presently known and not subject 

to privilege, work product, and/or trade secret doctrine, but should in no way be to the prejudice 

of Defendant in relation to further discovery, research, or analysis, or contentions based 

thereupon, and in no way waive Defendant’s rights and remedies under the Nevada Rules of 

Civil Procedure. 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

 1.  Defendant objects to each and every Interrogatory, including each and every 

definition and instruction thereto, to the extent that the Interrogatory attempts or purports to 

impose requirements or obligations beyond those imposed by the Nevada Rules of Civil 

Procedure. 
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3 

 2.  Defendant objects to each and every Interrogatory to the extent that the 

information requested is protected by the Attorney-Client and/or Attorney Work Product 

Privileges. 

 3. In making these responses, Defendant is not waiving: (a) the right to object on the 

grounds of privilege, materiality, hearsay or any other proper ground, to the use of any 

information provided in these responses in any subsequent proceeding in this action or any other 

action; and (b) the right to object on any and all grounds to any other discovery procedures 

involving or relating to the subject matter of this discovery.  

 4.   For the sake of brevity, the above objections are incorporated into Defendant’s 

Answers to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories. 

ANSWERS 

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: 

Does Defendant dispute that the Driver, TONY STEPHENS (hereinafter "the Driver"), 

was an employee of Defendant RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC. at the time of the subject 

motor vehicle crash? If so, state all facts upon which you base your answer that the Driver was 

not an employee of Defendant RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1: 

Defendant Tony Stephens was not an employee of Defendant Ryder Truck Rental, Inc., 

but was an employee of Load 1 Trucking LLC. Load 1 Trucking LLC leased the subject vehicle 

from Ryder. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 2: 

Does Defendant RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC. dispute that the Driver was in the 

course and scope of employment at the time of the subject motor vehicle crash? If so, state all 

facts that you base your answer that the Driver was not in the course and scope of his or her 



A
LV

ER
SO

N
 T

A
Y

L
O

R
 &

 S
A

N
D

ER
S 

L
A

W
Y

E
R

S 
66

05
 G

R
A

N
D

 M
O

N
T

E
C

IT
O

 P
K

W
Y

 S
T

E
 2

00
 

L
A

S 
V

E
G

A
S,

 N
V

  8
91

49
  

(7
02

) 3
84

-7
00

0 
 

 
 
 

KNW 26001    

 1 

 2 

 3 

 4 

 5 

 6 

 7 

 8 

 9 

 10 

 11 

 12 

 13 

 14 

 15 

 16 

 17 

 18 

 19 

 20 

 21 

 22 

 23 

 24 

4 

employment at the time of the crash. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2: 

Defendant Tony Stephens was not employed by Defendant Ryder at the time of the 

subject incident and Defendant therefore has no information as to whether he was in the “course 

and scope” of his employment. On the date of the subject incident, Mr. Stephens was employed 

by Defendant Load 1 Trucking, LLC.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 3: 

Describe in detail your understanding of how the subject motor vehicle crash occurred. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3: 

Upon information and belief, Plaintiff Nicole Limon drove the front of her vehicle into 

the right rear of the trailer attached to Defendants’ tractor at highway speed. Defendant Ryder 

reserves the right to supplement this Answer as discovery is ongoing.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 4: 

State what hiring policies and procedures of company drivers, if any, were implemented 

and utilized during the time that the Driver was hired by RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC. If 

these policies and procedures have changes in any way since the hiring of the Driver, please 

explain these changes as well. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4: 

Objection. Interrogatory No. 4 assumes facts not in evidence. Defendant Stephens was 

not an employee of Defendant Ryder on the date of the subject incident.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 5: 

List all procedures to be followed by RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC. employees 

following an automobile crash that occurs when the employee is in the course and scope of 

employment. 
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ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 5: 

Objection. Interrogatory No. 5 assumes facts not in evidence. Defendant Stephens was 

not an employee of Defendant Ryder on the date of the subject incident. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 6: 

List the names and job titles of all company employees who investigated the subject 

crash, had knowledge of the subject crash, or spoke to the Driver regarding the subject crash, 

along with the results of any investigations. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 6: 

Objection. Interrogatory No. 6 potentially seeks information protected by the attorney-

client privilege and work product doctrine. Subject to and without waiving said objections, 

Defendant Ryder did not speak with Defendant Tony Stephens following the subject incident. 

Defendant Ryder reserves the right to supplement this Answer as discovery is ongoing.   

INTERROGATORY NO. 7: 

State whether the Driver was involved in any previous crashes in the course and scope of 

employment for RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC. If your answer is in the affirmative, specify 

the date, location, parties, description of the crash, and ultimate resolution of that crash. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 7: 

Objection. Interrogatory No. 7 assumes facts not in evidence. Defendant Stephens was 

not an employee of Defendant Ryder on the date of the subject incident and Ryder has no 

knowledge regarding “previous crashes in the course and scope of employment.”  

INTERROGATORY NO. 8: 

If Defendant RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC. conducted any type of post-crash 

investigation related to this crash, describe in detail the investigation and all results of that 

investigation, to include the names of any and all documents generated as a result of the crash. 
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ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 8: 

Objection. Interrogatory No. 8 is vague and ambiguous as to “investigation,” is not 

limited in time, and seeks identification of “any and all documents generated as a result of the 

crash.” Subject to and without waiving said objections, please see redacted Claims File and 

associated Privilege Log, attached as Exhibits C and D to Defendant Ryder Truck Rental, Inc.’s 

Responses to Plaintiff’s Requests for Production of Documents, served concurrently herewith. 

Defendant Ryder reserves the right to supplement this Answer as discovery is ongoing.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 9: 

For each policy of insurance that provides coverage to Defendant RYDER TRUCK 

RENTAL, INC. for its potential liability to Plaintiff in this case, state the name of the insurance 

company, the amount of liability coverage, the policy number, the effective dates of coverage, 

and the name of the insured. Alternatively, if Defendant RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC. is 

self-insured, provide this information. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 9: 

 See Exhibit A to Defendants’ First Supplemental Early Case Conference Disclosures. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 10: 

State the full name, including any and all names used, his or her social security number, 

his or her last known address and telephone number of the Driver of Defendant RYDER TRUCK 

RENTAL, INC. vehicle on July 19, 2017, which was involved in the incident that is the subject 

of this Complaint. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 10: 

 Defendant Stephens was not an employee of Defendant Ryder and Ryder does not have 

possession, custody, or control of information responsive to this Interrogatory.  

. . . 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 11: 

Identify all steps Defendant RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC. took to verify the Driver 

was fit for employment when hired. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 11: 

 Objection. Interrogatory No. 11 assumes facts not in evidence. Subject to and without 

waiving said objection, Defendant Tony Stephens was not employed by Ryder Truck Rental, Inc. 

at the time of the subject incident. 

INTERROGATORY NO. 12: 

Identify all steps Defendant all steps Defendant RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC. took to 

verify the Driver was fit to operate a vehicle at the time of the crash. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 12: 

Objection. Interrogatory No. 12 assumes facts not in evidence. Defendant Ryder did not 

employ Defendant Tony Stephens.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 13: 

Are you aware of the existence of any maps, motion pictures, photographs, plats, 

drawings, diagrams, measurements, or other written description of the crash, the scene of the 

crash, or the area or persons involved? (This Interrogatory refers to any maps, diagrams, pictures, 

etc., made either before, after, or at the time of the events in question.) If so, list for each such 

item: 

a. Its nature; 

b. Its specific subject matter; 

c. The date it was made or taken; 

d. The name and address of the person making or taking it;  

e. The name and address of the person at whose request such item was made or taken; 



A
LV

ER
SO

N
 T

A
Y

L
O

R
 &

 S
A

N
D

ER
S 

L
A

W
Y

E
R

S 
66

05
 G

R
A

N
D

 M
O

N
T

E
C

IT
O

 P
K

W
Y

 S
T

E
 2

00
 

L
A

S 
V

E
G

A
S,

 N
V

  8
91

49
  

(7
02

) 3
84

-7
00

0 
 

 
 
 

KNW 26001    

 1 

 2 

 3 

 4 

 5 

 6 

 7 

 8 

 9 

 10 

 11 

 12 

 13 

 14 

 15 

 16 

 17 

 18 

 19 

 20 

 21 

 22 

 23 

 24 

8 

f. The present location of said item and any copies thereof. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 13: 

 Objection. Interrogatory No. 13 is overly broad and unduly burdensome as it potentially 

seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine. This 

Interrogatory is also compound. Subject to and without waiving said objections, see Traffic 

Accident Report, attached as Exhibit A to Defendants’ Early Case Conference Disclosure, and 

Nevada Highway Patrol Documents, attached as Exhibit F to Defendants’ First Supplemental 

Early Case Conference Disclosure. See also Plaintiff’s Complaint, Joint Case Conference Report 

and supplements thereto, and Petition for Exemption from Arbitration on file herein, Plaintiff’s 

Answers to Defendant’s Interrogatories (Sept 5, 2019), and Plaintiff’s Responses to Defendant’s 

Requests for Production of Documents (Sept. 5, 2019). Defendant reserves the right to 

supplement this Answer as discovery is ongoing.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 14: 

Please describe, in detail, the damage sustained by the Defendant’s vehicle as a direct 

result of the crash, which is the subject of Plaintiff’s Complaint on file herein. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 14: 

 The subject trailer sustained two blown tires on the right side of axle #1. Defendant 

Ryder reserves the right to supplement this Answer as discovery is ongoing.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 15: 

Is the Driver still an employee of Defendant RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC.? If not, 

identify the date of his separation of employment and the reason for that separation of 

employment.  

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 15: 

Objection. Interrogatory No. 15 assumes facts not in evidence. Defendant Tony Stephens 
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was not employed by Ryder Truck Rental, Inc. on the date of the subject incident.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 16: 

Was the Driver tested for drugs or alcohol following the crash? If so, identify the date of 

the test, the time of the test, the items tested for, and the results. If not, identify why not. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 16: 

 Objection. Interrogatory No. 16 seeks information outside the scope of knowledge of this 

answering Defendant. Defendant Tony Stephens was not employed by Ryder Truck Rental, Inc. 

at the time of the subject incident.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 17: 

If it is your contention that Plaintiff had a previous existing condition at the time of the 

subject crash, state: 

a. Each and every witness who you claim has factual knowledge of any previous 

existing condition of Plaintiff; 

b. Each and every document and/or medical record you had in your possession which 

proves the Plaintiff suffers from a previous existing condition. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 17: 

 Objection. Interrogatory No. 17 is overly broad and unduly burdensome as it calls for 

information beyond the personal knowledge of Ryder and calls for a legal and medical 

conclusion.  

INTERROGATORY NO. 18: 

If your answer to any of the Requests for Admission served concurrently herewith is a 

denial, please state the factual basis for such denial. 

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 18: 

 Objection. Interrogatory No. 18 is compound as it seeks information regarding Ryder’s 
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Responses to six separate Requests for Admission. This Interrogatory is also premature as it calls 

for contentions from Defendant when discovery has not been substantially completed. Facts 

supporting Defendant Ryder’s Responses to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission will be provided 

within disclosed subpoenaed documents, deposition testimony, and Defendant’s discovery 

responses and disclosures. Defendant Ryder reserves the right to supplement this Answer as 

discovery continues. 

 Dated this 1st day of November, 2019. 
 
       ALVERSON TAYLOR & SANDERS 
 
 
       ____________________________________ 
       J. BRUCE ALVERSON, ESQ. 

Nevada Bar No. 1339 
KARIE N. WILSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 7957 
6605 Grand Montecito Pkwy, Ste. 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89149 
702-384-7000 Phone 
702-385-7000 Fax 
Attorneys for Defendant  
Ryder Truck Rental, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

 The undersigned hereby certifies that on the 1st day of November, 2019, the forgoing 

DEFENDANT RYDER TRUCK RENTAL, INC.’S ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF’S 

INTERROGATORIES was served on the following by Electronic Service to All parties on the 

Odyssey Service List.  

 

Joshua L. Benson, Esq. 
josh@bensonallred.com 
BENSON ALLRED 
6250 N. Durango Drive 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
702-820-0000 Phone 
702-820-1111 Fax 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

 

 
 
 
 
 
      ____________________________________ 
      Employee of ALVERSON TAYLOR & SANDERS 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
n:\bruce.grp\z-client\26001\pleadings\resp rogs 01 ryder.docx 

mailto:josh@bensonallred.com
mailto:josh@bensonallred.com
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OMSJ 
Joshua L. Benson, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 10514 
BENSON ALLRED 
6250 N. Durango Dr. 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89149    
Telephone: (702) 820-0000 
Facsimile: (702) 820-1111 
E-mail:josh@bensonallred.com    
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

 
NICOLE LIMON, individually, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
  
v. 
 
TONY STEPHENS, individually; RYDER 
TRUCK RENTAL, INC.; LOAD 1 TRUCKING 
LLC; DOES I-X; and ROE CORPORATIONS I-
X, inclusive,  
 
  Defendants. 
 

  
CASE NO.:    A-19-794326-C 
DEPT. NO.:     27 
 
 
 

 
PLAINTIFF NICOLE LIMON’S OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff NICOLE LIMON, by and through her counsel of record, the law offices of BENSON 

ALLRED INJURY ATTORNEYS, hereby files her Opposition to Defendant Ryder’s Motion for 

Summary Judgment and Defendants’ Motion for Partial Summary Judgment.  This Motion is based upon 

the following memorandum of points and authorities, the papers and pleadings on file with this Court, and 

the oral argument of the parties.  

      BENSON ALLRED INJURY ATTORNEYS 
 
 
            /s/ Joshua Benson                           
      Joshua L. Benson, Esq.  
      Nevada Bar No. 10514 
      6250 N. Durango Drive 
      Las Vegas, NV  89149 
      Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
I. INTRODUCTION. 

In this personal injury action, Defendant Tony Stephens was driving a Semi Truck when he 

turned left in front of Plaintiff Nicole Limon on US 95 causing a major collision.  Defendant Ryder 

seeks summary judgment claiming Ryder is “engaged in the trade or business of renting or leasing 

motor vehicles” and, therefore, under the federal Graves Amendment cannot be held vicariously liable 

for this crash merely because it was the lessor of the vehicle that crashed into Plaintiffs’ vehicles.  The 

Graves Amendment, however, is not relevant to Plaintiff’s claim against Ryder because the Plaintiff is 

not seeking to hold Ryder vicariously liable for the crash, but, instead, seeks to hold it directly liable 

for negligently entrusting the vehicle to the lessee.  In fact, Nevada law, under NRS 483.610, requires 

Ryder to inspect the facial validity of a driver’s license. The problem with Ryder’s argument, however, 

is that while Ryder seeks summary judgment on its liability to Plaintiff based on NRS 483.610, Ryder 

does not show that any of the facts required by the statute are present in this case.  In fact, Ryder’s 

statement of undisputed fact does not address any of the elements of the statute, or otherwise claim 

Ryder reviewed and documented the lessee’s driver’s license prior to entering the lease agreement.  

Ryder’s motion avoids these facts altogether.  There is, therefore, no basis for summary judgment and 

no basis to allow Ryder out of this lawsuit. 

Defendants also seek partial summary judgment as to precluding Plaintiff from requesting 

future medical expenses at trial.  Specifically, Defendants stated that “Plaintiff failed to produce 

admissible evidence, or an appropriate damages calculation, regarding her claim for future medical 

expenses.”  To be clear, Plaintiff is entitled to discuss her future treatment that is needed and seek pain 

and suffering damages.  Defendant’s motion is simply limited to precluding Plaintiff from placing a 

number on future medical care at trial.  To this extent, Plaintiff agrees not to put forth testimony 

regarding the economic cost of future medical care—but is entitled to seek all damages related to future 

pain and suffering. 
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II. FACTUAL BACKGROUND. 

a. The July 19, 2017 Crash. 

On July 19, 2017, Defendant Stephens was operating a large Semi Truck on behalf of his 

employer Defendant Load 1 Trucking.  Defendant Stephens had only had his CDL license for a few 

months prior to the crash and was transporting goods from California to New Jersey.  In the first few 

hours of his trip, Defendant Stephens got lost and ended up on US 95—a two lane highway.  As he 

was driving south, lost, and following his GPS, he approached the turn-off to Laughlin, Nevada.  

Despite having a duty to yield to traffic, Defendant Stephens made a left turn in front of northbound 

traffic.  Plaintiff Nicole Limon was traveling on US-95 and hit the Semi Truck at 65-mph.  As a result 

of the crash, Nicole suffered serious head and neck injuries.   

B. Load 1 Trucking Ryder Rental Agreement. 

On June 30, 2017, Ryder entered into a rental agreement with Load 1 Trucking.1  The rental 

was for three months, and the listed driver was “Kenneth Ricks.”2  Under the terms of the rental 

agreement,  

All drivers must be safety checked by Ryder before operating the Vehicle.  If Customer 
changes drivers during rental period, the Customer must arrange for Ryder to safety 
check the new driver before the new driver is permitted to operate the Vehicle.3 

There is no evidence that the Ryder performed any safety check regarding Defendant Stephens use of 

the Semi Truck. 

III. LEGAL ARGUMENT.  

The legal standard is well known: to grant summary judgment there must be no genuine issue 

of material fact.  The federal Graves Amendment bars vicarious liability against the lessor of a motor 

vehicle for injuries caused by the lessee, if the lessor is “engaged in the trade or business of renting or 

leasing motor vehicles.”  49 USC § 30106(a).  The Graves Amendment does not bar direct claims of 

negligence against the owner, for example claims that the owner negligently maintained the vehicle or 

the owner negligently entrusted the vehicle to an incompetent operator.  Id.  Plaintiff does not claim 

 
1 Ryder Truck Rental, Inc. Rental Agreement, attached as Exhibit 1. 
2 Id. 
3 Id. 
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Ryder is vicariously liable for the collision as the owner of the vehicle, or that Ryder is vicariously 

liable at all.  Instead, Plaintiff alleges Ryder is directly liable because it negligently entrusted its vehicle 

to Defendant Stephens while it “knew, or by the exercise of reasonable care, should have known that 

Defendant was incompetent, inexperienced, or reckless in the operation of motor vehicles,” thereby 

rendering the Graves Amendment irrelevant.   

Defendant Ryder was obligated to safety check all drivers that operated the vehicle: but it never 

safety checked Defendant Stephens.  Ryder is directly liable for putting an inexperienced, reckless, 

intoxicated driver behind the wheel.  Defendant Ryder cannot claim they did not know about the new 

driver as the Truck Lease and Service Agreement between the parties required Load 1 Trucking to 

submit to Ryder all trip records and fuel tickets on a weekly basis.4  Those documents—although never 

produced and alleged to have been destroyed—would certainly reveal who was driving, which would 

then trigger Ryder’s obligation to perform a safety check on Defendant Stephens. 

Defendant Ryder admitted during discovery that it did nothing to verify that Tony Stephens 

was fit to operate the vehicle.5  Despite its obligations under the Rental Agreement and under Nevada 

law, Defendant Ryder merely stated that “Defendant Ryder did not employ Defendant Tony 

Stephens.”6  In other words, Defendant Ryder did nothing.  Under the law and under the contractual 

agreements, Defendant Ryder was obligated to verify that Defendant Stephens was fit to operate the 

vehicle.  It’s motion does not attempt to put forth any facts that it complied with the law or with its 

contracts before allowing Defendant Stephens to drive its vehicle.  Its failure to comply with its 

contracts and to comply with Nevada law precludes summary judgment as genuine issues of material 

fact exist. 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

 
4 Ryder Truck Lease and Service Agreement, attached as Exhibit 2. 
5 Defendant Ryder’s Answers to Interrogatories No. 12, attached as Exhibit 3. 
6 Id. 
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IV. CONCLUSION. 

For the reasons set forth above, Nicole requests the Court to deny Ryder’s motion for summary 

judgment.   
 

BENSON ALLRED INJURY LAW 
 
 
            /s/ Joshua Benson                           
      Joshua L. Benson, Esq.  
      Nevada Bar No. 10514 
      6250 N. Durango Drive 
      Las Vegas, NV  89149 
      Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

Pursuant to N.R.C.P. 5(a) and E.D.C.R. 7.26(a), I hereby certify that I am an employee of 

BENSON ALLRED, and on the 1st day of July, 2021, the foregoing PLAINTIFF NICOLE 

LIMON’S OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT was served by 

electronic copy via the Court’s electronic E-File and Serve system to all parties registered.  
 

 
 

____/s/ Teresa Regalado_____________ 
An Employee of BENSON ALLRED 
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