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Federal prisoner Gezo Edwards appeals pro se from the district court’s
judgment dismissing his 28 U.S.C. § 2241 habeas petition, which challenged

prison disciplinary proceedings that resulted in the temporary loss of commissary

privileges. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review a district
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court’s determinations regarding habeas corpus jurisdiction de novo, Pinson v.
Carvajal, 69 F.4th 1059, 1063 (9th Cir. 2023), and we affirm.

Habeas corpus jurisdiction exists if a prisoner claims he has been subjected,
without due process, to greater restrictions of liberty, denial of good time credits,
or a disciplinary record would affect his eligibility for parole. Bostic v. Carlson,
884 F.2d 1267, 1269 (9th Cir. 1989), overruled on other grounds by Nettles v.
Grounds, 830 F.3d 922 (9th Cir. 2016) (en banc). Edwards, who was sentenced to
prison for life in 2014, is ineligible for parole or good time credits. See 18 U.S.C.
§ 3624(b)(1). A temporary loss of commissary privileges is not a greater
restriction on Edwards’s liberty, and his remaining allegations are insufficient to
invoke habeas jurisdiction.

AFFIRMED.
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