UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF

CALIFORNIA

Duckett v. Garcia

No. 23-cv-04748 BLF (PR), United States District Court for the Northern District of California (August 7, 2025)

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of California grants Jasmine Duckett's

motion for an extension of time to file a notice of appeal. The court finds that the motion was timely

under Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 4(a)(5) and that the plaintiff demonstrated good cause

based on delayed mail and the need to obtain assistance. The court deems the notice of appeal timely

filed.
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1. Whether plaintiff's motion for an extension of time to file a notice of appeal was timely under Federal
Rule of Appellate Procedure 4(a)(5).

2. Whether plaintiff demonstrated good cause or excusable neglect warranting an extension of the appeal

period.

3. Whether the notice of appeal should be deemed timely filed.

HOLDINGS

1. A motion for an extension of time under Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 4(a)(5) may be filed within
thirty days after expiration of the original notice-of-appeal period; because judgment was entered June

17, 2025, plaintiff's August 4, 2025 motion was timely.

2. Plaintiff established good cause for an extension based on delayed mail and the need to obtain assistance
with the appeal.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Rule 4(a)(5) allows a motion for an extension of time if the party requests it within thirty days of the
expiration of the time to file the notice and shows excusable neglect or good cause.” (at 2)

“Furthermore, the Court finds Plaintiff has shown good cause for the request based on the delay of mail and

need to find assistance.” (at 2)

“Based on the foregoing, Plaintiff's motion is GRANTED. The notice of appeal is deemed timely filed.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Jasmine Duckett, a state inmate, filed a pro se civil-rights complaint under 42 U.S.C. § 1983. The district court
granted summary judgment for defendant P. Garcia and entered judgment on June 17, 2025. Duckett stated that
she did not receive the final order and judgment until the first week of July because she had been transferred to

the California Medical Facility, and that she later obtained assistance with her appeal.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff, a state inmate proceeding pro se, filed a civil-rights action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983. The court granted
defendant's motion for summary judgment and entered judgment on June 17, 2025. Plaintiff filed a motion for an
extension of time and a notice of appeal on August 4, 2025, asserting that delayed receipt of the judgment and

her transfer to another facility prevented an earlier filing.
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