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Ismael Genao appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment dismissing
his 28 U.S.C. § 2241 habeas petition challenging two prison disciplinary actions
that resulted in the loss of good time credits. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C.
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§ 1291. We review the denial of a section 2241 petition de novo, see Tablada v.
Thomas, 533 F.3d 800, 805 (9th Cir. 2008), and we affirm.
Genao contends that defendants improperly created the offense of
“tampering with a security device,” for which he was disciplined. This contention
fails because at the time Genao committed the offense, this conduct was prohibited
under 28 C.F.R. § 541.13 (2010). Moreover, the record indicates that Genao
received sufficient information about the factual basis for the charge “to enable
him to marshal the facts and prepare a defense.” Wolff v. McDonnell, 418 U.S.
539, 564 (1974).
Genao also challenges the prison disciplinary finding that he engaged in a
sexual act. He contends that the hearing officer engaged in improper vouching and
was biased. The record reflects that the hearing officer made reasonable credibility
determinations and does not support Genao’s claim of bias. Genao received all
process that was due. See id. at 563-71.
AFFIRMED.
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