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Nicholas D. Anderson appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment
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dismissing his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging various constitutional claims. We
have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de novo. Pouncil v. Tilton,
704 F.3d 568, 574 (9th Cir. 2012) (dismissal of an action as time-barred); Watison
v. Carter, 668 F.3d 1108, 1112 (9th Cir. 2012) (dismissal of an action under 28
U.S.C. § 1915(e)). We affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Anderson’s action as time-barred
because Anderson’s claims accrued more than two years before Anderson filed this
action, and even with the benefit of any applicable tolling, Anderson’s claims are
barred by the statute of limitations. See Soto v. Sweetman, 882 F.3d 865, 871 (9th
Cir. 2018) (“Federal courts in § 1983 actions apply the state statute of limitations
from personal-injury claims and borrow the state’s tolling rules.”); TwoRivers v.
Lewis, 174 F.3d 987, 991-92 (9th Cir. 1999) (explaining that civil rights claims
accrue, based on federal law, “when the plaintiff knows or has reason to know of
the injury which is the basis of the action;” and that “[i]n Arizona, the courts apply
a two-year statute of limitations to § 1983 claims”).

AFFIRMED.
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