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This is a proper person appeal from an order of the district

court denying a petition for a writ of habeas corpus.' Seventh Judicial

District Court, White Pine County; Dan L. Papez, Judge.

Based upon our review of the record on appeal, we conclude

that the district court did not err in denying the petition. To the extent

that appellant sought expungement of his inmate file and challenged the

classification proceedings in the prison, his transfer to various

institutions, the 2009 parole hearing and the parole score he received in

2009, appellant's claims were not cognizable in a petition for a writ of

habeas corpus filed in state court because these claims challenged the

conditions of confinement. 2 Bowen v. Warden, 100 Nev. 489, 686 P.2d 250

"This appeal has been submitted for decision without oral argument,
NRAP 34(0(3), and we conclude that the record is sufficient for our review
and briefing is unwarranted. See Luckett v. Warden, 91 Nev. 681, 682,
541 P.2d 910, 911 (1975).

2The record does not reveal the loss of any credits. Rather, the
record reflects that the 2006 disciplinary infraction was dismissed.
Appellant's claim that the 2006 disciplinary infraction affected the
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(1984). To the extent that appellant challenged the denial of parole in

2009, appellant's claim was without merit as parole is an act of grace of

the state and a prisoner has no right to serve less than the lawfully

imposed sentence. See NRS 213.10705; NRS 213.1099(1); Weakland v. Bd. 

of Parole Comm'rs, 100 Nev. 218, 678 P.2d 1158 (1984) (recognizing that

Nevada's parole statutory scheme did not create a constitutionally

cognizable liberty interest). Accordingly, we

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED.3

. . . continued

computation of time in the instant case is based on nothing more than
speculation.

3We have reviewed all documents that appellant has submitted in
proper person to the clerk of this court in this matter, and we conclude
that no relief based upon those submissions is warranted. To the extent
that appellant has attempted to present claims or facts in those
submissions which were not previously presented in the proceedings
below, we have declined to consider them in the first instance.
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