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MOTION TO CONTINUE TRIAL 
 
 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT 

 

INTRODUCTION 

Plaintiff Roya Saghafi is a female science teacher from Iran who reported bullying, 

discrimination, and harassment at the school. Defendants retaliated by, among other things, 

falsely reporting to the police that Saghafi was a danger to herself or others, resulting in her being 

confronted at her home by armed officers. Saghafi alleges that defendants discriminated against, 

and harassed, her based upon her race and nationality.  

Saghafi has been diligent in prosecuting her case. However, due to the extensive number 

of witnesses, discovery delays, and conflicting trial schedules, she needs more time to properly 

prepare her case for trial. Saghafi respectfully requests a continuance of trial and of the discovery 
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ROYA SAGHAFI, an individual, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

PALISADES CHARTER HIGH 
SCHOOL, a corporation; AMY NGUYEN, 
an individual; and DOES 1 through 10 

Defendants. 
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MOTION TO CONTINUE TRIAL 
 

 

cut-off time, with the trial date to start between September 5, 2019 to September 30, 2019 or at a 

time thereafter that is convenient to the Court. 

 

CALIFORNIA RULES OF COURT ALLOW CONTINUANCE OF TRIAL UPON AN 

AFFIRMATIVE SHOWING OF GOOD CAUSE 

Although continuances of trials are disfavored, each request for a continuance must be 

considered on its own merits. The court may grant a continuance only on an affirmative showing 

of good cause requiring the continuance. Circumstances that may indicate good cause include: (3) 

The unavailability of trial counsel because of death, illness, or other excusable circumstances; and 

(6) A party’s excused inability to obtain essential testimony, documents, or other material 

evidence despite diligent efforts. Cal. Rule of Court, rule 3.1332(c). 

The court should also consider: (2) Whether any previous continuance was requested; (3) 

The length of the continuance requested; (4) Availability of alternative means to address the 

problems that gave rise to the motion or application for a continuance; (5) The prejudice that 

parties or witnesses will suffer as a result of the continuance; (8)Whether the trial counsel is 

engaged in another trial; and (10) Whether the interests of justice are best served by a 

continuance, by the trial of the matter, or by imposing conditions on the continuance. Cal. Rule of 

Court, rule 3.1332(d). 

Finally, “Judges deciding whether to grant continuances must balance these factors and 

not focus on just one, such as the impact on the court's own calendar.” Oliveros v County of Los 

Angeles (2004) 120 CA4th 1389. 

 

THE CONTINUANCE SHOULD BE GRANTED BECAUSE SAGHAFI HAS MADE AN 

AFFIRMATIVE SHOWING OF GOOD CAUSE 

Saghafi has good case for her request for a continuance because her trial counsel is 

expected to be unavailable because of another matter involving a minor and, despite her best 

efforts, she has been unable to obtain sufficient discovery responses to prepare her case for trial. 












