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I N THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DI STRI CT OF | NDI ANA
SQUTH BEND DI VI SI ON
DARI US WASHI NGTON,
Petitioner,
VS. CAUSE NO. 3:16-CV-336

SUPERI NTENDENT,

N N N N N N N N N

Respondent .

OPI NI ON  AND ORDER

This matter is before the Court on the habeas corpus petition
filed by Darius Washington, a pro se prisoner, on My 26, 2016.
The petition attenpts to challenge the prison disciplinary hearing
(WCC 15-12-428) where the Disciplinary Hearing O ficer (DHO found
himguilty of Battery in violation of B-212 on January 26, 2016.
The DHO sanctioned himwi th the | oss of 30 days earned credit tine,
but the deprivation was suspended and has not yet been inposed.
(DE 2-1 at 1.) As such, he has not yet |ost any earned credit tine
as a result of that hearing.

A prison disciplinary action can only be challenged in a
habeas corpus proceeding where it results in the |engthening of
the duration of confinenent. Hadley v. Holnmes, 341 F.3d 661, 664
(7th Gr. 2003). Here, because this disciplinary proceeding did
not result in the | engthening of the duration of his confinenent,

habeas corpus relief is not avail able. Because there is no relief
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that he can obtain in this habeas corpus proceeding, the petition
will be denied. If in the future this suspended sanction is
i nposed, then he may file another habeas corpus petition
challenging it.

For the reasons set forth above, the court DENIES the petition
pursuant to SECTION 2254 HABEAS CORPUS RULE 4 and this case is

DI SM SSED W THOUT PREJUDI CE.

DATED: July 6, 2016
/ s/ RUDY LOZANO, Judge
United State District Court




