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Before:  GOODWIN, WALLACE, and W. FLETCHER, Circuit Judges.

Enrique Diaz, a California state prisoner, appeals pro se from the district

court’s judgment dismissing his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging constitutional

violations in connection with disciplinary proceedings and his classification.  We

have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We review de novo, Resnick v. Hayes,
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213 F.3d 443, 447 (9th Cir. 2000), and we may affirm on any basis supported by

the record, Thompson v. Paul, 547 F.3d 1055, 1058-59 (9th Cir. 2008).  We affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Diaz’s claims because Diaz has not

alleged that his confinement, whether administrative or disciplinary, presented “the

type of atypical, significant deprivation [that] might conceivably create a liberty

interest.”  Resnick, 213 F.3d at 448 (alteration in original).

AFFIRMED.

 


