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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

Fund for Empowerment, et al., No. CV-22-02041-PHX-GMS
Plaintiffs, ORDER

V.

City of Phoenix, et al.,

Defendants.

Before the Court is Benjamin L. Rundall and Alexis Eisa of the law firm Zwillinger
Wulkan PLC, Christine K. Wee of the American Civil Liberties Union Foundation of
Arizona, Leah Watson and Scout Katovich of the American Civil Liberties Union
Foundation, Andrew Kim, Collin M. Grier, Madeline Fuller, and Courtney L. Hayden of
Goodwin Procter LLP’s Motion to Withdraw as Counsel Without Client Consent (Doc.
199) as well as Defendant City of Phoenix’s Response (Doc. 201).

Having reviewed the Motion and Response and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED granting the Motion to Withdraw as Counsel Without Client
consent (Doc. 199).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED withdrawing Benjamin L. Rundall and Alexis Eisa
of the law firm Zwillinger Wulkan PLC, Christine K. Wee of the American Civil Liberties
Union Foundation of Arizona, Leah Watson and Scout Katovich of the American Civil
Liberties Union Foundation, Andrew Kim, Collin M. Grier, Madeline Fuller, and Courtney

L. Hayden of Goodwin Procter LLP as counsel for Plaintiffs in this matter.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED the Clerk shall reflect the last known address of the

following Plaintiffs as set forth below:

Fund for Empowerment
c/o Elizabeth Venable
info@fundforempowerment.org

Faith Kearns
Kearnsfaith1 08 @gmail.com

Frank Urban
Frankurban96(@gmail.com

While a natural person can always appear pro per, a corporation is an entity unto
itself quite separate from its owners and officers. Only licensed attorneys may represent a
corporation in federal court. Rowland v. Cal. Men’s Colony, Unit Il Men's Advisory
Counsel, 506 U.S. 194, 201-202 (1993) (“It has been the law for the better part of two
centuries . . . that a corporation may appear in federal courts only through licensed
counsel.”) (citing Osborn v. President of Bank of U.S., 9 Wheat. 738, 829, 6 L.Ed. 204
(1824)); D-Beam Ltd. P ship v. Roller Derby Skates, Inc., 366 F¥.3d 972, 973-74 (9th Cir.
2004) (“It is a longstanding rule that ‘corporations and other unincorporated associations

299

must appear in court through an attorney.’”) (alteration and citation omitted); In re Am. W.
Airlines, 40 F.3d 1058, 1059 (9th Cir. 1994) (“Corporations and other unincorporated
associations must appear in court through an attorney.”); United States v. High Country
Broad. Co., 3 F.3d 1244, 1245 (9th Cir. 1993) (holding that a corporation’s president and
sole shareholder could not make an “end run around” the counsel requirement by
intervening pro se rather than retaining counsel to represent the corporation) (citing 28
U.S.C. 1654).

Plaintiffs will be allowed a reasonable opportunity to retain counsel appropriately

licensed to practice law in Arizona and admitted to practice in this District Court and/or

file a Notice with the Court that they intend to proceed pro per.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Plaintiff Fund for Empowerment shall retain a
lawyer, appropriately licensed to practice law in Arizona and admitted to practice in this
District Court, who shall file a Notice of appearance on or before March 6, 2026.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the individual Plaintiffs will also each have
until March 6, 2026, to either retain counsel who shall file a Notice of appearance on their
behalf or they shall each file a Notice to the Court that they intend to proceed pro per.
Individual Plaintiffs are warned that while a non-attorney may appear pro se on his own
behalf, [h]e has no authority to appear as an attorney for others than himself. See, C.E.
Pope Equity Trust v. United States, 818 F.2d 696, 697 (9th Cir. 1987).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED directing the Clerk of Court to email a copy of this
Order to those Plaintiffs listed in the Motion to Withdraw at Doc. 199 at pages 2-3.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED the Court will amend the Court’s May 23, 2025
Case Management Order (Doc. 180) under separate order.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED denying without prejudice Defendant’s request for
a Status Conference until such time as Plaintiffs have either retained counsel and/or have
each filed a notice that they intend to proceed pro per.

Dated this 20th day of January, 2026.

G. Murray Rnow
Senior United States District Judge




