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MEMORANDUM*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the Central District of California

Manuel L. Real, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted January 11, 2010**  

Before: BEEZER, TROTT, and BYBEE, Circuit Judges.

California state prisoner Mario Rene Rubio appeals pro se from the district

court’s judgment denying his 28 U.S.C. § 2254 habeas petition.  We have

jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2253, and we affirm.
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Rubio contends that his prison disciplinary proceedings violated his due

process rights because there was insufficient evidence to support the hearing

officer’s finding that Rubio engaged in mutual combat.  This contention fails

because “some evidence” in the record supports the finding.  See Superintendent v.

Hill, 472 U.S. 445, 455 (1985). 

AFFIRMED.


