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Stephen B. Lopez appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment
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dismissing his action seeking to challenge his federal criminal conviction. We
have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de novo a dismissal under
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6) for failure to state a claim. Mudpie, Inc.
v. Travelers Cas. Ins. Co. of Am., 15 F.4th 885, 889 (9th Cir. 2021). We affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Lopez’s action because Lopez failed to
allege facts sufficient to state any plausible claim. See Ashcroft v. Igbal, 556 U.S.
662, 678 (2009) (“To survive a motion to dismiss, a complaint must contain
sufficient factual matter, accepted as true, to state a claim to relief that is plausible
on its face.” (citation and internal quotation marks omitted)); Garmon v. County of
Los Angeles, 828 F.3d 837, 842-43 (9th Cir. 2016) (explaining that prosecutors are
“absolutely immune from § 1983 actions when performing functions intimately
associated with the judicial phase of the criminal process” (citation and internal
quotation marks omitted)); Moore v. Brewster, 96 ¥.3d 1240, 1243-44 (9th Cir.
1996) (explaining that federal judges are entitled to immunity for judicial acts
taken within their jurisdiction), superseded by statute on other grounds.

All pending motions and requests are denied.

AFFIRMED.
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