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Lorena Fee appeals from the district court’s judgment dismissing her action
alleging a violation of the Americans with Disabilities Act, 42 U.S.C. §§ 12101, et

seq. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de novo a district
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court’s dismissal under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6), Knievel v. ESPN,
393 F.3d 1068, 1072 (9th Cir. 2005). We affirm the district court’s order.

The district court properly dismissed Fee’s action because the facts that Fee
alleged are conclusory and do not show that her eczema substantially limits her in a
major life activity. See 42 U.S.C. § 12102(1) (defining “disability”); 29 C.F.R.

§ 1630.2(1)(1)(11) (defining “major life activities,” to include the “operation of a
major bodily function”); see also Weaving v. City of Hillsboro, 763 F.3d 1106,
1111 (9th Cir. 2014) (a disability is a physical or mental impairment that
substantially limits one or more major life activities of the individual who claims
the disability). The second amended complaint did not include allegations of fact
that Fee’s condition prevents her skin from functioning.

AFFIRMED.
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