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James O. Molen appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment dismissing

his action alleging federal and state law claims. We have jurisdiction under 28

U.S.C. § 1291. We review de novo a dismissal under 28 U.S.C.
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§ 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii). Watison v. Carter, 668 F.3d 1108, 1112 (9th Cir. 2012). We
affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Molen’s action because defendants are
protected by judicial immunity. See Mireles v. Waco, 502 U.S. 9, 11-12 (1991)
(discussing judicial immunity and its limited exceptions); Mullis v. U.S. Bankr.
Court, 828 F.2d 1385, 1390 (9th Cir. 1987) (holding that court clerks have absolute
quasi-judicial immunity for performing, or failing to perform, tasks integral to the
judicial process).

We reject as unsupported by the record Molen’s contentions that the
magistrate and district judges engaged in misconduct.

Molen’s motions and requests, set forth in the opening brief, are denied.

AFFIRMED.
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