UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF KANSAS

Cordova v. Textron Aviation, Inc.

No. 23-1233-DDC (D. Kan. Dec. 10, 2025) - No. 23-1233-DDC - Decided December 10, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Kansas denied Erika Cordova’s motion to proceed

in forma pauperis on appeal, finding that she had not demonstrated financial inability to pay and had

not identified a reasoned, nonfrivolous appellate argument. The court certified that the appeal was not

taken in good faith. The court also denied her motion for relief from procedural error in part as moot

and in part on the merits, including denying her request for appointed appellate counsel.
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After granting summary judgment for defendant and entering
judgment, the district court considered plaintiff's motion to proceed in
forma pauperis on appeal, motion to excuse alleged delay in notifying
defendant of her intent to appeal, and request for appointment of
appellate counsel.

The court evaluated the IFP motion under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)(1) and
Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 24(a)(1), requiring financial
inability to pay and a reasoned, nonfrivolous appellate argument. It
evaluated appointment of counsel under the factors stated in Castner v.

Colorado Springs Cablevision.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.

2.
3.
4.

Whether Cordova demonstrated financial inability to pay appellate filing fees sufficient to proceed in

forma pauperis.
Whether Cordova identified a reasoned, nonfrivolous issue for appeal.
Whether her request to excuse delayed notification of her intent to appeal was moot.

Whether Cordova satisfied the requirements for appointment of counsel on appeal in a Title VII case.

HOLDINGS

1.

Cordova failed to establish that she was financially unable to pay the appellate filing fee because her

combined income, savings, and assets demonstrated sufficient funds.

. Cordova failed to satisfy the nonfrivolous-argument requirement for appellate IFP status, and the court

certified that her appeal was not taken in good faith.

. The request was moot because Cordova's notice of appeal was filed within the thirty-day period

prescribed for a civil appeal.

. Cordova failed to make the affirmative showings required for appointment of counsel in a Title VII case,

including financial inability, diligence in attempting to secure counsel, and meritorious discrimination

allegations.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“To appeal IFP, a plaintiff must “demonstrate [1] a financial inability to pay the required filing fees and [2]
the existence of a reasoned, nonfrivolous argument on the law and facts in support of the issues raised on

appeal.”” (1.A)

“Before appointing counsel, our Circuit requires that a “plaintiff must make affirmative showings of (1)
financial inability to pay for counsel, (2) diligence in attempting to secure counsel and (3) meritorious

allegations of discrimination.”” (1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Cordova brought employment discrimination, harassment, and retaliation claims against Textron Aviation based

on sex, race, and national origin under Title VII and 42 U.S.C. § 1981. After summary judgment was entered for

Textron, Cordova sought to appeal without prepaying fees and asserted that counsel had failed to submit

important evidence. Her financial affidavit showed substantial combined income, savings exceeding the filing

fee, real estate, and vehicles.
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The court previously granted Textron Aviation summary judgment and entered judgment on April 30, 2025.

Cordova filed a document construed as a notice of appeal on May 23, 2025, within the thirty-day appeal period.

She then moved to proceed in forma pauperis on appeal and sought relief from alleged procedural error,

including appointment of counsel. The district court denied the IFP motion, certified that the appeal was not

taken in good faith, found the request to excuse delayed notice moot, and denied appointment of counsel.
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