UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF
MISSISSIPPI, NORTHERN DIVISION

Jaylon Ke’Andre Gibson v. Community Choice Financial of

Mississippi, LL.C

Gibson - No. 3:25-CV-949-DPJ-ASH - Decided January 21, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Mississippi denied Plaintiff Jaylon

Ke’Andre Gibson’s motion to reconsider an order granting Defendant Community Choice Financial of

Mississippi, LLC, an extension of time to respond to the complaint. The court held that, under Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 6(b)(1)(A), the defendant showed good cause, acted without bad faith, and did

not prejudice the plaintiff.
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Plaintiff moved for reconsideration of the court's prior text-only order

granting Defendant an extension of time to answer the Complaint.

The court applied Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 6(b)(1)(A), under
which the court has discretion to extend a deadline for good cause
before the original deadline expires, and considered the absence of bad

faith or prejudice.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court should reconsider its prior order granting Defendant a fourteen-business-day

extension to respond to the Complaint.

2. Whether the court could grant the extension under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 6(b)(1)(A) even if

Plaintiff opposed the motion.

HOLDINGS

1. Under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 6(b)(1)(A), the court may extend a deadline for good cause

before the deadline expires, regardless of whether the extension motion is opposed.

2. Reconsideration was not warranted because, even assuming the extension motion was opposed, the court

had authority to grant it and the Rule 6(b)(1)(A) factors supported the extension.

KEY QUOTATIONS

€«

[Aln application for extension of time under Rule 6(b)(1)(A) normally will be granted in the absence of bad
faith on the part of the party seeking relief or prejudice to the adverse party.””

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Defendant sought a fourteen-business-day extension of its deadline to answer Plaintiff's Complaint. In an email
exchange, Plaintiff opposed a thirty-day extension but stated that a fourteen-business-day extension might be
reasonable. Defendant characterized the request as unopposed, and the court granted it as unopposed before
Plaintiff's opposition was docketed. Plaintiff sought reconsideration, but the court found good cause, no bad

faith, and no prejudice from the short extension.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Defendant moved for an extension of time to respond to Plaintiff's Complaint, representing that Plaintiff did not
oppose a fourteen-business-day extension. The court granted the motion as unopposed on December 29, 2025.
Plaintiff then moved for reconsideration, arguing that he had opposed the requested extension and that the court
ruled before his opposition was docketed. After briefing, the court denied reconsideration.
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