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MEMORANDUM* 

 

Appeal from the United States District Court  

for the District of Oregon 

Michael H. Simon, District Judge, Presiding 

 

Submitted August 25, 2026** 

 

Before: SILVERMAN, N.R. SMITH, and DE ALBA, Circuit Judges. 

 Israel McClay Pintor appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment 

dismissing for lack of subject matter jurisdiction Pintor’s action seeking to quiet 
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title to real property in Oregon.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We 

review de novo a dismissal under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(1).  

Davidson v. Kimberly-Clark Corp., 889 F.3d 956, 963 (9th Cir. 2018).  We affirm. 

 The district court properly dismissed Pintor’s action because Pintor failed to 

satisfy his burden of establishing subject matter jurisdiction.  See 28 U.S.C. § 1331 

(setting forth requirements for federal question jurisdiction); 28 U.S.C. § 1332(a) 

(setting forth requirements for diversity jurisdiction); Bishop Paiute Tribe v. Inyo 

County, 863 F.3d 1144, 1151 (9th Cir. 2017) (explaining that “[t]he party asserting 

jurisdiction bears the burden of establishing subject matter jurisdiction” and that 

“[d]ismissal for lack of subject matter jurisdiction is appropriate if the complaint, 

considered in its entirety, on its face fails to allege facts sufficient to establish 

subject matter jurisdiction” (citation omitted)); Kuntz v. Lamar Corp., 385 F.3d 

1177, 1181 (9th Cir. 2004) (“For a case to qualify for federal jurisdiction under 28 

U.S.C. § 1332(a), there must be complete diversity of citizenship between the 

parties opposed in interest.”). 

AFFIRMED.   


