UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA

Chad Lee Monson v. Renville County Jail and Ned Wohlman, in his

individual and official capacity

Monson - No. 25-cv-1665 (KMM/DIJF) - Decided November 24, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Minnesota denies Chad Lee Monson’s motion for
appointment of counsel in his civil action against Renville County Jail and Ned Wohlman. The court
grants his motion for an extension of time to respond to the defendants’ motion to dismiss and sets
December 15, 2025, as the response deadline, with any reply due January 5, 2026.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved for appointment of counsel and for an extension of

time to respond to Defendants' motion to dismiss.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Discretionary review of a motion for appointment of counsel; good-

cause determination for an extension of time.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court should appoint counsel for an indigent civil litigant under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(1).

2. Whether good cause supported extending Plaintiff's deadline to respond to Defendants’ motion to

dismiss.

HOLDINGS

1. Appointment of counsel is discretionary in a civil case, and Plaintiff's circumstances did not warrant
appointment because the case was not factually or legally complex, he could investigate and present his

claims, and his lack of legal training or assistance was insufficient by itself.

2. The court granted Plaintiff an extension because he had been awaiting the court's decision on his motion
for appointment of counsel.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In civil cases, there is no constitutional or statutory right to appointed counsel.”

“The Court finds that his lack of access to assistance is not sufficient to warrant the appointment of counsel,

as his situation does not distinguish his case from the countless other claims brought by pro se litigants.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Chad Lee Monson, proceeding without counsel, requested appointment of counsel based on the acceptance of
his in forma pauperis status and the statutory authority to appoint counsel. He also requested additional time to
respond to Defendants' motion to dismiss because his request for appointed counsel was pending. The court
found that the factual and legal issues were not particularly complex and that Monson had demonstrated an
ability to investigate the facts, present arguments, and conduct legal research.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

In this pending civil-rights action, Plaintiff sought appointment of counsel under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(1) and an
extension of time to respond to Defendants' motion to dismiss. The court denied appointment of counsel but

granted the extension because Plaintiff was awaiting resolution of his counsel motion.
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