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7 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

8 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

9
10 | JAKE CLARK, No. 2:17-cv-2574-GEB-GGH
11 Petitioner,
12 V. ORDER
13 | RAYTHEL FISHER, JR.,
14 Respondent.
15
16 Petitioner is proceeding withithhabeas matter pro se and in forma pauperis [‘IFP”]. |On
17 | December 8, 2017 petitioner fie his first MotionRmceed IFP, ECF No. 2, and that Motion was
18 | granted and IFP status afforded to petitrame December 27, 2017. ECF No. 8. On January|5,
19 || 2018 petitioner filed a second Motion to Procéed, ECF No. 11, which is a superfluous filing
20 | insofar as that status $ralready been granted.
21 In light of the foregoing ITS HEREBY ORDERED that:
22 1. Petitioner’s Motion to Proceed IFP dated 1/5/18 is superfluous;
23 2. The Clerk of the Court shall vacate theaification on ECF No. 11 that this motign
24 | is pending.
25 IT 1SSO ORDERED.
26 | Dated: February 7, 2018
27 /sl Gregory G. Hollows

UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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