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Before GREGORY, Chief Judge, KEENAN, Circuit Judge, and SHEDD, Senior Circuit
Judge.

Dismissed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Alecia Y. Farley, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.

PER CURIAM:
Alecia Y. Farley appeals the district court’s order denying her motion to proceed
in forma pauperis (IFP) and directing her to show cause why the court should not hold
her in contempt for violating a prefiling injunction. Because Farley voluntarily dismissed
her complaint pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 41(a)(1)(A)(i), we dismiss as moot the appeal of
the denial of her IFP application. See Campbell-Ewald Co. v. Gomez, 136 S. Ct. 663, 669
(2016) (“A case becomes moot . . . when it is impossible for a court to grant any effectual
relief whatever to the prevailing party.” (internal quotation marks omitted)).
Turning to the show cause portion of the order, this court exercises jurisdiction
only over “final decisions of the district courts,” 28 U.S.C. § 1291 (2012), and certain
interlocutory and collateral orders, 28 U.S.C. § 1292 (2012); Fed. R. Civ. P. 54(b); Cohen
v. Beneficial Industrial Loan Corp., 337 U.S. 541, 545-47 (1949). Because the order to
show cause is neither a final order nor an appealable interlocutory or collateral order, we
dismiss this part of the appeal as interlocutory. We deny Farley’s motion for leave to
proceed IFP on appeal.
We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before this court and argument would not aid the
decisional process.
DISMISSED
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