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Richard Lee Green appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment
dismissing for lack of subject matter jurisdiction his action under the Hague

Convention on the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduction, Oct. 25, 1980,

T.I.LA.S. No. 11670, S. Treaty Doc. No. 99-11 (“Convention”), as implemented by
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the International Child Abduction Remedies Act, 22 U.S.C. §§ 9001, ef seq. We
have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de novo a dismissal under
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(1). Carolina Cas. Ins. Co. v. Team Equip.,
Inc., 741 F.3d 1082, 1086 (9th Cir. 2014). We may affirm on any basis supported
by the record. Thompson v. Paul, 547 F.3d 1055, 1058-59 (9th Cir. 2008). We
affirm.

Dismissal of Green’s action was proper because Green did not allege facts
sufficient to show that his children were “habitually resident in a Contracting
State” because Indonesia is not a Convention signatory. See Convention, Art. 4
(providing that the Convention applies “to any child who was habitually resident in
a Contracting State immediately before any breach of custody or access rights™);
U.S. Hague Convention Treaty Partners, Travel.State.Gov, https://travel.state.gov/
content/travel/en/International-Parental-Child-Abduction/abductions/hague-
abduction-country-list.html (listing contracting states to the Convention).

We do not consider matters not specifically and distinctly raised and argued
in the opening brief, or arguments and allegations raised for the first time on
appeal. See Padgett v. Wright, 587 F.3d 983, 985 n.2 (9th Cir. 2009).

All pending motions and requests are denied.

AFFIRMED.
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