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Before: LEE, DESAI, and JOHNSTONE, Circuit Judges.
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This disposition is not appropriate for publication and is not precedent
except as provided by Ninth Circuit Rule 36-3.
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The panel unanimously concludes this case is suitable for decision
without oral argument. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).



Jordan Christopher Zito appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment
dismissing his action alleging federal claims. We have jurisdiction under 28
U.S.C. § 1291. We review de novo. Watison v. Carter, 668 F.3d 1108, 1112 (9th
Cir. 2012) (dismissal under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(i1)); Pickern v. Pier 1
Imports (U.S.), Inc., 457 F.3d 963, 968 (9th Cir. 2006) (compliance with Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 8). We affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Zito’s action because Zito failed to
provide in his complaint “a short and plain statement of the claim showing that the
pleader is entitled to relief.” Fed. R. Civ. P. 8(a)(2); see also Pickern, 457 F.3d at
968 (explaining that “Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 8(a)(2) requires that the
allegations in the complaint give the defendant fair notice of what the plaintiff’s
claim is and the grounds upon which it rests” (citation and internal quotation marks
omitted)); Nevijel v. N. Coast Life Ins. Co., 651 F.2d 671, 674 (9th Cir. 1981)
(explaining that a complaint that is “verbose, confusing and conclusory” violates
Rule 8).

We reject as unsupported by the record Zito’s contentions regarding judicial
misconduct and bias.

All pending motions and requests are denied.

AFFIRMED.
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