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MEMORANDUM  
*
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George H. King, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted February 16, 2010**  

Before: FERNANDEZ, GOULD, and M. SMITH, Circuit Judges.

California state prisoner Kevin A. Johnson 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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Johnson contends that he was denied due process during his first

administrative hearing.  This claim is moot because Johnson asserted the same

claim in a later proceeding, received a new hearing, and was afforded all process

that was due during the second hearing. 

The district court correctly held that neither of Johnson’s remaining claims

are addressable through federal habeas corpus proceedings.  See Ramirez v.

Galaza, 334 F.3d 850, 859 (9th Cir. 2003); Franzen v. Brinkman, 877 F.2d 26 (9th

Cir. 1989).

We do not address the state’s procedural default and exhaustion arguments

because Johnson’s claims are clearly without merit.  See Franklin v. Johnson, 290

F.3d 1223, 1232 (9th Cir. 2002).

AFFIRMED.


