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6
7 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
8 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
9
10 | VITALY V. KONONOV, No. 2:15-cv-436-EFB P
11 Petitioner,
12 V. ORDER
13 | SACRAMENTO COUNTY SHERIFF
DEPARMENT,
14
Respondent.
15
16
Petitioner is a state prisoneithout counsel seelg a writ of habeas corpus pursuant to
17
28 U.S.C. § 2254. The court has reviewed the petit@srequired by Rule 4 of the Rules
18
Governing Section 2254 Proceedings, and fthds it must be summarily dismissefee Rule 4,
19
Rules Governing 8§ 2254 Cases (requiring summamidsal of habeas ti#on if, upon initial
20
review by a judge, it plainly appes “that the petitioner is not tted to relief in the district
21
court”).
22
Federal courts offer two main avenues to relief on complaints related to one’s
23
imprisonment — a petition for habeas corpussuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2254, and a civil rights
24
complaint pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983. Challertgehe validity of one’s confinement or the
25
26 1 s . . . :
Petitioner’s application to proceedforma pauperis (ECF No. 7) is grantesee 28
27 | U.S.C. 8§ 1915(a). This procerd was referred to this court by Local Rule 302 pursuant to 28
U.S.C. § 636(b)(1) and is before the undgred pursuant to petitioner’'s consefee 28 U.S.C.
28 | §636; see also E.D. Cal. Local Rules, Appx. A, at (k)(4).
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duration of one’s confinement gpeoperly brought in a habeas actj whereas requests for reli
turning on the circumstances of one’s coafirent are properly brought in a 8§ 1983 action.
Muhammad v. Close, 540 U.S. 749, 750 (2004) (citifyeiser v. Rodriguez, 411 U.S. 475, 500
(1973));seealso 28 U.S.C. § 2254(a) (“[A] district coushall entertain an application for a wri
of habeas corpus in behalf of a person inamspursuant to the judgmieof a State court only
on the ground that he is in custadyviolation of the ©@nstitution or laws otreaties of the Unite
States.”); Advisory Committee Notes to Rulef the Rules Governing § 2254 Cases.
Petitioner’s claims for relief concern allegaisoof an instance of excessive force,
administrative appeals, mail, and requests fadioa attention that have gone unanswered, a
denial of food, showers, yard time, and telephone ac&s$£CF No. 1. Petitioner’s claims
concern the conditions of his confinement.eylalo not sound in habeas because they do not
concern the validity or duratn of his confinement.
Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED thaetitioner’'s applicatiomo proceed in formd
pauperis (ECF No. 7) is granted and this adaismissed without pjudice to filing a civil

rights action pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 8 1983 e Tilerk is directetb close the case.

L
EDMUND F. BRENNAN

UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE

Dated: April 29, 2015.
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