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Beom Su Lee appeals pro se from the district court’s summary judgment in

his copyright infringement action. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291.

We review de novo. Guatay Christian Fellowship v. County of San Diego, 670
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F.3d 957, 970 (9th Cir. 2011) (cross-motions for summary judgment); Worth v.
Selchow & Righter Co., 827 F.2d 569, 571 (9th Cir. 1987) (copyright
infringement). We affirm.

The district court properly granted summary judgment for defendant because
Lee failed to raise a genuine dispute of material fact as to whether the copyrighted
materials and the songs in the TJ Media karaoke machine sold on defendant’s
website are either strikingly or substantially similar. See Skidmore as Tr. for
Randy Craig Wolfe Tr. v. Led Zeppelin, 952 F.3d 1051, 1064 (9th Cir. 2020)
(setting forth elements to establish direct infringement); A&M Recs., Inc. v.
Napster, Inc., 239 F.3d 1004, 1013 n.2 (9th Cir. 2001) (“Secondary liability for
copyright infringement does not exist in the absence of direct infringement by a
third party.”).

We do not consider arguments and allegations raised for the first time on
appeal. See Padgettv. Wright, 587 F.3d 983, 985 n.2 (9th Cir. 2009).

AFFIRMED.
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