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California state prisoner Victor Edwards appeals pro se from the district

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

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 2253, and we affirm.
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Edwards contends that he had a liberty interest protected by the Due Process

Clause in the accuracy of his prison records and that the prison officials’s refusal to

expunge references to his affiliation with the Crips gang from his prison records

violates his constitutional rights.  Even assuming that Edwards has a protected

liberty interest in the accuracy of his prison file, he failed to demonstrate that he is

entitled to habeas relief.  The record reflects that the Board of Parole Hearings

deemed Edwards unsuitable for parole for several independently adequate reasons

and not only because of his stated affiliation with the Crips gang.  Because

Edwards’s challenged affiliation with the Crips gang did not “alter the balance” in

his parole suitability determination, its effect if any on the duration of his sentence

“is simply too attenuated to invoke the procedural guarantees of the Due Process

Clause.”  Sandin v. Conner, 515 U.S. 472, 487 (1995).

AFFIRMED. 


