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claims new and different from those raised in his previous petitions. 3  See 

NRS 34.810(2). The district court concluded that Womack's claim of 

actual innocence lacked merit and he otherwise failed to demonstrate good 

cause and actual prejudice to overcome the procedural bars. See NRS 

34.726(1); NRS 34.810(3); Pellegrini v. State, 117 Nev. 860, 887, 34 P.3d 

519, 537 (2001). Finally, the district court noted that the State specifically 

pleaded laches and Womack failed to overcome the rebuttable 

presumption of prejudice. See NRS 34.800(2). We conclude that the 

district court did not err by denying Womack's petition as procedurally 

barred. Accordingly, we 

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED. 4  

Tao 

'1/4-1244m) J. 
Silver 

3See Womack v. State, Docket Nos. 38364 and 38617 (Order of 
Affirmance, July 3, 2002). 

4We have reviewed all documents that Womack has submitted to the 
clerk of this court in this matter, and we conclude that no relief based 
upon those submissions is warranted. To the extent that Womack has 
attempted to present claims or facts in those submissions which were not 
previously presented in the proceedings below, we have declined to 
consider them in the first instance 
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cc: 	Hon. Jessie Elizabeth Walsh, District Judge• 
Jaramie Dean Womack 
Attorney General/Carson City 
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