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Before:   HAWKINS, SILVERMAN and W. FLETCHER, Circuit Judges.

Samgodson Essell appeals pro se from the district court's dismissal of his 42

U.S.C. § 1983 action against various United States District Court Clerks.  Essel
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contends that the Court Clerks failed to respond to his letters and failed to file

various motions and appeals in connection with his criminal case.  

We agree with the district court that the alleged actions fall within the scope

of the Clerk of the Court’s duties that are an integral part of the judicial process. 

Accordingly, the district court did not err by dismissing the complaint.  See Mullis

v. U.S. Bankr. Court, 828 F.2d 1385, 1390 (9th Cir. 1987) (explaining that court

clerks have absolute quasi-judicial immunity from damages for civil rights

violations when they perform tasks that are an integral part of the judicial process).

AFFIRMED.


