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Nevada state prisoner Dale Dallas Craig appeals pro se from the district

court’s judgment dismissing his 28 U.S.C. § 2254 habeas petition.  We have

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 2253, and we affirm.
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Craig contends that the district court erred when finding that equitable

tolling of the statute of limitations was not justified.  Specifically, Craig argues that

equitable tolling is warranted on the basis of five errors that occurred in his case

before the state courts, including errors related to the entry of an amended

judgment of conviction.  However, Craig has failed to demonstrate that

extraordinary circumstances prevented him from filing his federal petition in a

timely manner.  See Pace v. DiGuglielmo, 544 U.S. 408, 418 (2005).  Further, he

has failed to show that he pursued his rights diligently.  See id.

Craig’s request to expand the certificate of appealability is denied.  See 9th

Cir. R. 22-1(e); see also Hiivala v. Wood, 195 F.3d 1098, 1104-05 (9th. Cir. 1999)

(per curiam).

AFFIRMED. 


