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Doyle Dean Hartline appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment
dismissing his action alleging federal and state law claims. We review for an
abuse of discretion a district court’s dismissal as a sanction under Federal Rule of

Civil Procedure 37(b). Malone v. United States Postal Serv., 833 F.2d 128, 130
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(9th Cir. 1987). We affirm.

The district court did not abuse its discretion by dismissing Hartline’s action
because Hartline failed to produce documents in compliance with the district
court’s discovery order despite receiving multiple extensions of time to respond to
discovery requests and being warned that noncompliance could result in dismissal.
See id. at 130-32 (setting forth factors to be considered before dismissing under
Rule 37(b)).

AFFIRMED'.

! In making this decision, we reviewed Docket Entry Nos. 9 and 10.
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