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MEMORANDUM* 

 

Appeal from the United States District Court  

for the Northern District of California 

Charles R. Breyer, District Judge, Presiding 

 

Submitted March 16, 2026** 

 

Before: SILVERMAN, NGUYEN, and HURWITZ, Circuit Judges. 

Anthony McGee appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment 
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dismissing his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging Fourth and Fourteenth 

Amendment violations arising from his arrest, detention, and prosecution. We have 

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We affirm. 

Because McGee does not challenge in his opening brief the district court’s 

grounds for dismissal of his action, we do not consider that decision. See Indep. 

Towers of Wash. v. Washington, 350 F.3d 925, 929 (9th Cir. 2003) (explaining that 

“we will not consider any claims that were not actually argued in appellant’s 

opening brief”); Acosta-Huerta v. Estelle, 7 F.3d 139, 144 (9th Cir. 1993) 

(explaining that issues not supported by argument in pro se appellant’s opening 

brief are deemed abandoned). 

We reject as unsupported by the record McGee’s contention that he 

requested a stay of proceedings. 

All pending motions and requests are denied. 

AFFIRMED.   


