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Before: BEEZER, FERNANDEZ, and W. FLETCHER, Circuit Judges. 

Eric Jon Wick, a California state prisoner, appeals pro se from the district

court’s judgment denying his 28 U.S.C. § 2254 petition.  We have jurisdiction

under 28 U.S.C. § 2253, and we affirm.
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Wick contends that the district court erred by dismissing his petition as

untimely pursuant to the one-year limitations period set forth by 28 U.S.C. 

§ 2244(d)(1), because he was entitled to statutory or equitable tolling.  He asserts

that his right to tolling was triggered because he was seeking to exhaust his state

administrative remedies, and the state courts delayed in notifying him of the denial

of his initial superior court habeas petition.  These contentions lack merit. 

Statutory tolling does not apply during the exhaustion of prison disciplinary

appeals, and Wick has not shown the requisite diligence in pursuing his habeas

claims to establish he is entitled to equitable tolling.  See Redd v. McGrath, 343

F.3d 1077, 1082 (9th Cir. 2003); see also Pace v. DiGuglielmo, 544 U.S. 408, 418

(2005).

AFFIRMED.

  


