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Before:  B. FLETCHER, CLIFTON, and BEA, Circuit Judges.

California state prisoner Dante Craig appeals pro se from the district court’s

judgment dismissing his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging that prison officials

violated his Eighth and Fourteenth Amendment rights when they housed him with
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a documented enemy.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We review

de novo.  Resnick v. Hayes, 213 F.3d 443, 447 (9th Cir. 2000).  We affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Craig’s action because the second

amended complaint failed to allege any specific facts showing that he was entitled

to relief.  See Bell Atl. Corp. v. Twombly, 550 U.S. 544, 555 (2007) (a complaint

must go beyond “labels and conclusions, and a formulaic recitation of the elements

of a cause of action,” and provide the grounds for entitlement to relief). 

AFFIRMED.


