UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

Sullivan v. Pacheco

No. CV-26-00047-TUC-JCH - No. No. CV-26-00047-TUC-JCH - Decided February 4, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Arizona denied Jack Sullivan’s application to
proceed in forma pauperis because it omitted required employment information and raised questions
about reported expenses. The Court gave Sullivan 30 days to pay the filing and administrative fees or
submit a complete application, warning that failure to do so would result in dismissal without

prejudice.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff applied to proceed in forma pauperis in a newly filed civil
action. The district court considered the application and denied it as
incomplete.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unknown

TOPICS

civil procedure

PRACTICE AREAS

civil procedure  in forma pauperis proceedings  filing fees

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the plaintiff's application to proceed in forma pauperis was complete under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)
and Arizona Local Rule of Civil Procedure 3.3(a)(1).

2. What procedural consequence should follow from the incomplete in forma pauperis application.



HOLDINGS

1. The application was incomplete because it failed to state the plaintiff's current employer and the
employer's address as required by Local Rule of Civil Procedure 3.3(a)(1), and the reported utility

expense was unexplained.

2. The plaintiff must, within 30 days of filing of the order, either pay the $350 filing fee and $55
administrative fee or file a complete in forma pauperis application; failure to do so requires dismissal
without prejudice and without further notice.

KEY QUOTATIONS
“a statement as to current employment including the amount of wages or salary per month and the name of

the current employer.” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Sullivan reported monthly take-home pay of $800, $20 in cash or bank funds, and monthly food and utility
expenses totaling $800. His application did not identify his current employer or provide the employer's address.
The court also found his reported $300 monthly utility expense unclear because he reported neither owning real

estate nor having a regular rental expense.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Jack Sullivan filed an Application to Proceed In Forma Pauperis. The district court found that the application
omitted required employment information and contained an unexplained utilities expense, denied the

application, and allowed 30 days to pay the filing and administrative fees or submit a complete application.
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