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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

AKIKA PARKER, No. 2:16-CV-2140 TLN AC (PS)
Plaintiff,
V. ORDER

DISTRICT ATTORNEY’S OFFICE of
SACRAMENTO CA,

Defendant.

Plaintiff is proceeding in this action pro. s€his matter was accordingly referred to the

Doc. 3

undersigned by E.D. Cal. 302(c)(21plaintiff has requested leave to proceed in forma paupéris

(“IFP”) pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915. ECF No. 2.

Plaintiff's IFP applicatiordoes not make the showing required by 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(a)(1).

According to the application, plaintiff receivedney from “Business, pfession or other self-
employment,” and from “other soces” during the past 12 monthECF No. 2 at 1 § 3(a), (f).

However, plaintiff fails to disclose “the amoumeiceived and what yowxpect you will continue

to receive.”_See Id. at 1-2.

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that

1. Plaintiff's request to pceed IFP (ECF No. 2) is DEED without prejudice to its

renewal with all entries on the form completed.
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2. Plantiff is granted 30 day$rom the dée of this oder to rene the IFP aplication in
proper form. Plaintiff is cautioned tht failure totimely renav the IFP inproper fom may result
in a recommaedation thathis actionbe dismissd.

DATED: September 9, R16.

L Lborasin %m-c_
ALLISON CLAIRE
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE




