UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEVADA

Yi Li v. Trump Campaign Staff, et al.

Li - No. 2:25-cv-01336-GMN-NJK - Decided December 8, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Nevada denied without prejudice Yi Li’s
application to proceed in forma pauperis. The court identified unexplained discrepancies in reported
income and found that the application did not establish an inability to pay the filing fee, requiring Li
by January 2, 2026, either to pay the fee or submit a complete renewed application with a written

explanation.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff applied under 28 U.S.C. § 1915 to proceed in forma pauperis.

The district court denied the application without prejudice and
required Plaintiff either to pay the filing fee or submit a complete

long-form application with a written explanation of his inability to pay.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The determination whether an applicant has demonstrated an inability
to pay under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)(1) is committed to the court's
discretion.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished

PARTIES Yi Li v. Trump Campaign Staff, et al.

TOPICS

civil procedure

PRACTICE AREAS

civil procedure  in forma pauperis proceedings



QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiff demonstrated an inability to pay the filing fee sufficient to qualify for in forma
pauperis status under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)(1).

HOLDINGS

1. A court may deny an application to proceed in forma pauperis when the applicant's financial information
contains unexplained discrepancies or indicates that the applicant can pay the filing fee while still

providing for life's necessities.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“there is no formula set forth by statute, regulation, or case law to determine when someone is poor enough
to earn IFP status.” (at 1)

“While an applicant need not be absolutely destitute to qualify for a waiver of costs and fees, the applicant

must demonstrate an inability to pay those costs while still providing for the necessities of life.” (at 1-2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff reported gross pay of $3,565 from approximately 27 months of work at Amazon, while elsewhere
reporting average monthly income of $2,677.14. He listed monthly expenses of $1,582.28, reported no savings,
and did not identify expected future income despite stating elsewhere that he expected unemployment benefits or
new employment. The court found these discrepancies and the apparent excess of income over expenses

insufficiently explained.
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