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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Kansas grants Thermo Fisher Scientific’s motion to
continue the trial because defense counsel’s scheduling conflicts, an additional damages issue, and a
discovery dispute support a continuance under the applicable factors. The court resets the trial for
October 6, 2026, and grants plaintiff’s motion to file a response out of time while warning plaintiff
about future filing deadlines.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant moved to continue the scheduled trial, and plaintiff moved
for leave to file an opposition response out of time.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether good cause existed to continue the July 7, 2026 trial under the four-factor test governing trial
continuances.

2. Whether plaintiff should be permitted to file her response out of time.

HOLDINGS

1. The court granted the motion to continue the trial because the applicable factors, considered collectively,
favored a continuance to address defense counsel's scheduling conflicts, the late-breaking damages
issue, and the related discovery dispute.

2. The court granted plaintiff's motion for leave to file her response out of time because defendant did not
oppose it.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Whether to continue a trial is a decision committed to the district court’s discretion.”

“No one of these West factors is determinative.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The case had been pending for approximately three and a half years, with trial set for July 7, 2026. Defense
counsel had an arbitration scheduled the week before trial and another trial two weeks before trial, while plaintiff
had recently indicated that she might seek additional damages, prompting additional discovery. The parties also
informed the court of a discovery dispute that would require time to resolve. Plaintiff opposed a continuance
based on her counsel's cleared schedule, increased litigation costs, travel from Maryland to Kansas, and possible
degradation of witness memory.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The civil action was pending in the United States District Court for the District of Kansas with trial set for July
7, 2026. Thermo Fisher Scientific moved to continue the trial because of lead counsel's scheduling conflicts, the
proximity of the Fourth of July holiday, and additional discovery concerning potentially increased damages. The
court granted the continuance, reset trial for October 6, 2026, and also granted plaintiff leave to file her response
out of time.
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