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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana denied James Slack’s habeas
corpus petition challenging a prison disciplinary decision. The court held that the disciplinary claims
did not affect the fact or duration of his sentence, entered judgment, closed the case, and denied leave
to proceed in forma pauperis on appeal.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner sought federal habeas relief under 28 U.S.C. § 2254 from a
prison disciplinary decision. The district court dismissed the petition
under Habeas Corpus Rule 4 and denied leave to proceed in forma
pauperis on appeal.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Under Habeas Corpus Rule 4, the court must dismiss if it plainly
appears from the petition and attached exhibits that the petitioner is
not entitled to relief.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether a § 2254 habeas petition may provide relief from a prison disciplinary decision that does not
affect the fact or duration of the petitioner's sentence.

2. Whether a certificate of appealability is required to appeal a decision challenging a prison disciplinary
proceeding.

3. Whether petitioner may proceed in forma pauperis on appeal under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)(3).

HOLDINGS

1. A § 2254 habeas petition does not state a proper basis for relief when the challenged prison disciplinary
proceeding does not affect the fact or duration of the petitioner's sentence.

2. A certificate of appealability is not required to appeal a decision challenging a prison disciplinary
proceeding.

3. Slack may not proceed in forma pauperis on appeal because the court found that an appeal could not be
taken in good faith.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“[A] habeas corpus petition must attack the fact or duration of one’s sentence; if it does not, it does not state
a proper basis for relief under § 2254.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A disciplinary hearing officer at the Miami Correctional Facility found James Slack guilty of possessing an
electronic device under Indiana Department of Correction Offense 207. Slack challenged that disciplinary
decision through a § 2254 habeas petition, but the petition indicated that no sanction affecting the duration of his
sentence, such as loss of earned credit time or demotion in credit class, had been imposed.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

James Slack, proceeding without counsel, filed a § 2254 habeas petition challenging a disciplinary hearing
decision at the Miami Correctional Facility. The court determined from the petition that no sanction affecting the
duration of his sentence had been imposed, denied habeas relief, directed entry of judgment and closure of the
case, and denied in forma pauperis status for any appeal.
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