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Before: TASHIMA, BERZON, and CLIFTON, Circuit Judges.  

California state prisoner Paul Carrillo appeals from the district court’s

judgment dismissing 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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Carrillo contends that the district court erred in dismissing his petition as

untimely because the one-year limitations period set forth in 28 U.S.C.

§ 2244(d)(1) does not apply to petitions challenging administrative decisions.  This

contention is foreclosed by Shelby v. Bartlett, 391 F.3d 1061, 1063-65 (9th Cir.

2004).  To the extent that Carrillo is requesting us to overturn the holding of

Shelby, we may not do so.  See United States v. Camper, 66 F.3d 229, 232 (9th Cir.

1995).

The pro se motion to file an amicus brief received by the court on September

8, 2010, is deemed filed and is denied.

AFFIRMED.


