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Former California state prisoner Kevin William King appeals pro se from

the district court’s order denying him leave to file his complaint in forma pauperis.

We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review for an abuse of
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discretion. O’Loughlin v. Doe, 920 F.2d 614, 616 (9th Cir. 1990). We reverse and
remand.

While the grant or denial of a request to proceed in forma pauperis is
discretionary, the district court’s mere statement that King “may request the Court
to allow him to amend [the complaint in another pending action] to add any new
allegations” is not an adequate basis for denying King’s request to proceed in
forma pauperis 1in this action. See Tripati v. First Nat’l Bank & Trust, 821 F.2d
1368, 1370 (9th Cir. 1987) (“A district court may deny leave to proceed in forma
pauperis at the outset if it appears from the face of the proposed complaint that the

action is frivolous or without merit.”).

REVERSED and REMANDED.
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