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Former California prisoner Lance E. Williams appeals pro se from the

district court’s judgment dismissing his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action for failure to pay

the filing fee after revoking Williams’s in forma pauperis (“IFP”) status. We have
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jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review for an abuse of discretion the
denial of leave to proceed in forma pauperis (“IFP”). Escobedo v. Applebees, 787
F.3d 1226, 1235 (9th Cir. 2015). We reverse and remand.

The district court revoked Williams’s IFP status on the ground that Williams
failed to report $505 existing in his inmate trust account on his IFP application.
However, because the district court determined that Williams’s inaccurate
reporting of his assets was not made in bad faith, the court erred in revoking
Williams’s IFP status as a sanction. See id. at 1234 n.8 (explaining that to issue a
sanction under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(A), “a showing of bad faith is required, not
merely inaccuracy”).

Williams’s requests for judicial notice set forth in his opening brief are
denied.

REVERSED and REMANDED.
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