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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY

RODERICK A. SANDERS
Civil Action No. 16-4947 BRM)(LHG)
Plaintiff,
V. : MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
LONG BRANCH POLICE DEFPT, et al.,

Defendants.

THISMATTER is opened to the Court lpyo se Plaintiff Roderick A. SanderSPlaintiff”) ,

a prisonercurrently confined at Northern State Prison in Newat&w Jerseyupon the filing of a
civil rights action pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and an application to pratéeuana pauperis
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)(1). (ECF Nbd. 8

Plaintiff filed his Complaint on August 8, 2016, however he failed to submit an application to
proceedn forma pauperis (“IFP”) or the required filing fee. (ECF No. 1.) As a result, on September
19, 2016,the Court administratively terminated this action and gave Plaintiff 30 dasibtait a
complete IFP application or the filing fee. (EQIB. 3.) On September 24, 2016, Plaintiff submitted
a letter saying he hagquested a copy of his account statement ttmrBusiness Office, but they
had not yet given it back to him. (ECF No. 4.)

Plaintiff did not contact the Court again until March 5, 2018. (ECF NoAbhat time, e
submitted a letter statirtge had complied with the Cour@rder andsenta complete IFP application
within 30 days; more specifically, meailedit on October 10, 20171d.) With that submission, he
alsoprovided an incomplete IFP applicatiohd.f Plaintiff sent anothdetter to the Court on March
20, 2018, wherein heiteratedhe had previously sent the Court an IFP &agibn, but this time he

statedhe sent said application on October 19, 2016. (ECF No. 6.)
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On April 16, 2018, Plaintiff submitted a letter informing the Court he was having trouble
obtaining the necessary certified account statement from the businessaafficequesting another
IFP application. (ECF No. 7.) On Ap®0, 2018, Plaintiff submitted a complete IFP application.
(ECF No. 8.)

At this juncturegiven the length of time that has passed since the Court entered its September
19, 2016 Orderthe Court must determine whether teogen this matter and grant Riaif's IFP
applicationSee, e.g., Hairston v. Gronolosky, 348 F. App’x 716, 718 (3d Cir. 2009) (affirming district
court’s order that case remain closed where the plaintiff flouted the district’s instructions);
Bricker v. Turner, 396 F. App’x 804, n.1 (per curiam) (3d Cir. 2010) (affirming district court’s order
dismissing civil rights action without prejudice as a sanction for failure tg alw®urt order or for
failure to diligently prosecute)n order to make such a determination, and basdtenonflicting
information Plaintiff has provided regarding his prior attempt to comvjilythe Court’snstructions
the Courtrequires Plaintiffto clarify thetimeline. Specifically, Plaintiff shalktate exactly when he
submitted the priotFP appliction to this Court and include any supporting documentaBach
support may includbut isnot limited toa certification from Plaintiff detailing when and to whom he
handed the application for mailing,acopy of his prisoner account statement reflecting a mail charge
for the date that he sent thgor application

Accordingly, and for good cause appearing,

IT IS on thisl4thday of June 2018,

ORDERED that the Clerk of the Court is directed to make a new and separate entry marking
this matteRE-OPENED; and it is further

ORDERED that within 30 days of the date of this Order, Plaintiff mpsivide the

supplemental information as outlined aboamed itis further



ORDERED that the Clerk of the Court shall again mark this m&te©SED.

/s/ Brian R. Martinotti

HON. BRIAN R. MARTINOTTI
UNITED STATESDISTRICT JUDGE



