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Jason Cabot appeals pro se from the district court’s order dismissing his

diversity action as barred by the applicable statutes of limitations. We have

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de novo. Ellis v. San Diego, 176
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F.3d 1183, 1188 (9th Cir. 1999). We affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Cabot’s action because Cabot filed suit
after the applicable statutes of limitations had expired. See Cal. Civ. Proc. Code
§ 335.1 (two years for “[a]n action for assault, battery, or injury to . . . an
individual caused by the wrongful act or neglect of another); § 340 (one year for
defamation and false imprisonment claims).

The district court did not abuse its discretion in denying Cabot’s motion
under Fed. R. Civ. P. 59 because Cabot failed to establish grounds warranting
reconsideration. See Sch. Dist. No. 1J, Multnomah Cnty., Or. v. ACandS, Inc., 5
F.3d 1255, 1262-63 (9th Cir. 1993) (setting forth standard of review and grounds
for reconsideration under Rule 59(e)).

Cabot’s argument that the district court should have permitted discovery to
allow him to establish the amount of time, if any, defendants were absent from

California to toll his claims under Cal. Civ. Proc. Code § 351 is unpersuasive.

AFFIRMED.

2 12-55422



