UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF IDAHO

Robert McMurray v. Corporal Phillips, in his individual capacity;

City of Nampa, Idaho; Nampa Police Department

No. 1:25-cv-00713-BLW, United States District Court for the District of Idaho (March 4, 2026)

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Idaho denied Robert McMurray’s application to

proceed in forma pauperis without prejudice. The court found that his income and available

discretionary funds did not establish poverty with sufficient particularity, gave him 28 days to pay the

filing fee, and indicated that his § 1983 claims appeared colorable.
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Plaintiff applied to proceed in forma pauperis in a newly filed civil-
rights action. The district court reviewed the application under 28
U.S.C. § 1915 and denied it without prejudice, allowing plaintiff 28
days to pay the filing fee.

The granting or denial of leave to proceed in forma pauperis in a civil
case is within the sound discretion of the district court.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether McMurray adequately demonstrated that he was unable to pay the civil filing fee while still

affording the necessities of life.

2. Whether the court should grant McMurray leave to proceed in forma pauperis under 28 U.S.C. § 1915.

HOLDINGS

1. McMurray failed to allege poverty with particularity, definiteness, and certainty because his annual
household income substantially exceeded the applicable federal poverty guideline and his reported

finances left approximately $600 in monthly discretionary income.

2. The application to proceed in forma pauperis was denied without prejudice, with leave for McMurray to

pay the filing fee.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“An dffidavit in support of an in forma pauperis application is sufficient where it alleges that affiant cannot

pay the court costs and still afford the necessities of life.”

“Accordingly, McMurray’s motion is denied without prejudice and with leave to pay the filing fee.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

McMurray reported employment at Macy’s in Denver, Colorado, earning $2,800 per month, or $33,600 annually.
He reported monthly expenses of $2,196.55, $160 in a checking account, and a 2012 Nissan Rogue valued at
$3,200, with no debt listed. He identified an eleven-year-old son but did not specify the amount he contributes
toward the son’s support.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Clerk conditionally filed the complaint after McMurray submitted an application to proceed in forma
pauperis. The district court determined that McMurray had not adequately alleged poverty because his income
exceeded the applicable federal poverty guideline and his reported expenses left discretionary income. The court
denied the application without prejudice and stated that the case could be dismissed without prejudice if the
filing fee was not paid within 28 days.
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