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Before: CANBY, S.R. THOMAS, and SUNG, Circuit Judges.

Gabriel Reed appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment dismissing
sua sponte his action brought on behalf of his minor child alleging various federal
and state law claims. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de
novo questions of standing. Johns v. County of San Diego, 114 F.3d 874, 877 (9th
Cir. 1997). We affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Reed’s action because “a parent or
guardian cannot bring an action on behalf of a minor child without retaining a
lawyer.” Id. at 877; see also Grizzell v. San Elijo Elementary Sch., 110 F.4th 1177,
1179 (9th Cir. 2024) (rejecting statutory, constitutional, and policy challenges to
the rule prohibiting parents from representing their children pro se).

AFFIRMED.

&k

The panel unanimously concludes this case is suitable for decision
without oral argument. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).
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