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PER CURIAM:*

Bernel Clements, Jr., federal inmate #24606-034, appeals the district court’s

dismissal of his 28 U.S.C. § 2241 petition.  He contends that his right to due process

was violated during prison disciplinary proceedings because the prison officials did

not produce and review a videotape of the events that occurred at the prison during
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the pertinent time.  He also contends that he is actually innocent of the charge of

participating in a riot.  

“[P]rison disciplinary proceedings will be overturned only where there is no

evidence whatsoever to support the decision of the prison officials.”1 Clements

was not charged with participating in a riot but, rather, he was charged with refusing

to obey an order to return to his unit.  The charge of which he was found guilty was

refusing an order in furtherance of a riot.  The record before us adequately supports

the finding of guilty as to this charge.

Clements has not shown that he requested production of the videotape during

the disciplinary proceedings.  He candidly concedes that the videotape would not

have established whether he heard the announced order to return to his unit.  On

balance, the record demonstrates that Clements was afforded the requisite due

process during the prison disciplinary proceedings.2  Accordingly, the judgment of

the district court is AFFIRMED.


