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Before:  CANBY, TROTT, and W. FLETCHER, Circuit Judges.

Javance Mickey Wilson, a California state prisoner, appeals pro se from the

district court’s summary judgment in his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging that

prison officials violated his First Amendment rights when they confiscated a book
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from his incoming mail.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We review

de novo, Toguchi v. Chung, 391 F.3d 1051, 1056 (9th Cir. 2004), and we affirm.

The district court properly granted summary judgment because Wilson failed

to raise a genuine dispute of material fact as to whether defendants’ actions were

not reasonably related to a legitimate correctional goal.  See Turner v. Safley, 482

U.S. 78, 89-91 (1987) (setting forth relevant factors in determining whether a

regulation that impinges on First Amendment rights is reasonably related to

legitimate penological interests); see also Beard v. Banks, 548 U.S. 521, 528-30

(2006) (courts should accord prison officials deference when analyzing the

constitutional validity of prison regulations).

Wilson’s contention that the district court should have requested a copy of

the confiscated book to review are unpersuasive.

AFFIRMED.


