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Jared A. Frerichs appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment
dismissing his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action arising out of the confiscation of his

firearms. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de novo a

dismissal under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(c). Webb v. Trader Joe’s Co.,
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999 F.3d 1196, 1201 (9th Cir. 2021). We affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Frerichs’s § 1983 claims as barred by
the applicable statute of limitations. See Soto v. Sweetman, 882 F.3d 865, 87071
(9th Cir. 2018) (explaining that “[f]ederal courts in § 1983 actions apply the state
statute of limitations from personal-injury claims,” and that “federal law governs
when a claim accrues,” which is “when the plaintiff knows or has reason to know
of the injury which is the basis of the action” (citation omitted)); Boston v. Kitsap
County, 852 F.3d 1182, 1185 (9th Cir. 2017) (explaining that a three-year statute of
limitations, WASH. REV. CODE § 4.16.080, applies to § 1983 claims in
Washington).

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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