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MEMORANDUM* 

 

Appeal from the United States District Court  

for the Eastern District of California 

Troy L. Nunley, District Judge, Presiding 

 

Submitted April 22, 2026** 

 

Before: LEE, DESAI, and JOHNSTONE, Circuit Judges. 

 California state prisoner Gregory Scott Van Huisen appeals pro se from the 

district court’s judgment dismissing Van Huisen’s 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action 

challenging his continued incarceration.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. 

§ 1291.  We review de novo a dismissal under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A for failure to 
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state a claim.  Mangiaracina v. Penzone, 849 F.3d 1191, 1195 (9th Cir. 2017).  We 

affirm. 

The district court properly dismissed Van Huisen’s action because Van 

Huisen sought to challenge the fact or duration of his confinement and thus was 

required to seek relief through a habeas corpus proceeding.  See Wilkinson v. 

Dotson, 544 U.S. 74, 78 (2005) (explaining that a prisoner in state custody cannot 

use a § 1983 action to challenge the fact or duration of his confinement but must 

instead seek habeas corpus relief). 

All pending motions and requests are denied. 

AFFIRMED. 


