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California state prisoner Adam Robert Robinson appeals from the dismissal

of his 28 U.S.C. § 2254 habeas petition as untimely.  We have jurisdiction under

28 U.S.C. § 2253, and we affirm.
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Robinson contends that he is entitled to equitable tolling based on his

inability to access the law library during extended prison lockdowns.  This

contention fails because Robinson did not demonstrate how limited access to the

library was the cause of his failure to timely file his petition.  See Ramirez v. Yates,

571 F.3d 993, 998 (9th Cir. 2009) (holding that limitations on access to the law

library “were neither extraordinary nor made it impossible for him to file his

petition in a timely manner”) (internal citations omitted).

Robinson also contends that he is entitled to equitable tolling based on his

pro se status and his belief that his appointed counsel was filing appropriate

appeals.  These contentions fail because pro se status is not, by itself, an

extraordinary circumstance warranting equitable tolling, and because Robinson

failed to present sufficient evidence that he was pursuing his rights diligently.  See

Rasberry v. Garcia, 448 F.3d 1150, 1154 (9th Cir. 2006); see also Ramirez, 571

F.3d at 997-98 (9th Cir. 2009) (holding that the lack of knowledge of a state court

decision provides grounds for equitable tolling only where prisoner otherwise

evidenced diligence).

AFFIRMED.


