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Larry W. Kirk, a California state prisoner, appeals pro se from the district
court’s judgment dismissing his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging due process

violations arising from his continued confinement in administrative segregation.

We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de novo dismissals
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under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6), Watson v. Weeks, 436 F.3d 1152,
1157 (9th Cir. 2006), and we affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Kirk’s due process claims because, to
the extent that he demonstrated a liberty interest in avoiding continued
confinement in administrative segregation, Kirk’s complaint demonstrates that he
was afforded all the process to which he was constitutionally entitled. See
Toussaint v. McCarthy, 801 F.2d 1080, 1100-01 (9th Cir. 1986) (explaining due
process procedures to which prisoners with liberty interests in their placements are
entitled, and noting that some sort of periodic review of an inmate’s continued
segregated confinement is necessary), abrogated in part on other grounds by
Sandin v. Conner, 515 U.S. 472 (1995).

Kirk’s motion for clarification of information, filed July 28, 2011, is
construed as a reply brief.

AFFIRMED.
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