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Walter Tripp, a Nevada state prisoner, appeals pro se from the district
court’s judgment dismissing his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging that defendants

violated his equal protection rights in connection with parole hearings. We have

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de novo a dismissal for failure to
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state a claim under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A. Wilhelm v. Rotman, 680 F.3d 1113, 1118
(9th Cir. 2012). We affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Tripp’s action because Tripp failed to
allege facts sufficient to show that he was “intentionally treated differently from
others similarly situated and that there is no rational basis for the difference in
treatment.” Vill. of Willowbrook v. Olech, 528 U.S. 562, 564 (2000) (per curiam)
(elements of “class of one” equal protection claim); Hebbe v. Pliler, 627 F.3d 338,
341-42 (9th Cir. 2010) (although pro se pleadings are to be construed liberally, a
plaintiff must present factual allegations sufficient to state a plausible claim for
relief).

Tripp’s request that this court order parole and probation to make Tripp’s
parole file available, set forth in his opening brief, is denied.

AFFIRMED.
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