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evidence. He claimed that he found out on January 16, 2013, that his 

property was returned to him and that the victim in his disciplinary 

proceedings had been disciplined regarding actions she took against 

appellant. 

The district court concluded that appellant demonstrated good 

cause because he attempted to present these claims during his first 

petition but the district court handling his first petition did not allow him 

to supplement his petition. However, the district court also concluded that 

appellant failed to demonstrate prejudice because he failed to demonstrate 

that this new evidence would have made a difference regarding the finding 

that some evidence existed that appellant committed the violations. 

Substantial evidence supports the decision of the district court. See Riley 

v. State, 110 Nev. 638, 647, 878 P.2d 272, 278 (1994). Therefore, the 

district court did not err in dismissing the petition as procedurally barred, 

and we 

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED. 
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