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petition for a writ of certiorari lies within the discretion of this court." 

Zamarripa v. First Judicial Dist. Court, 103 Nev. 638, 640, 747 P.2d 1386, 

1387 (1987). NRS 34.020(3) provides that a writ of certiorari may be 

granted where a person has been prosecuted for violating a statute or 

municipal ordinance, an appeal has been taken from a justice court or 

municipal court, and on appeal, the district court has "passed upon the 

constitutionality or validity of such statute or ordinance." 

While there is no specific time limit within which a petition for 

a writ of certiorari must be filed, an extraordinary writ is subject to the 

equitable doctrine of laches. See Buckholt v. Second Judicial Dist. Court, 

94 Nev. 631, 633, 584 P.2d 672, 673 (1978), overruled on other grounds by 

Pan v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court, 120 Nev. 222, 88 P.3d 840 (2004). We 

conclude that the fourteen-month delay in the filing of the instant petition 

is excessive and warrants imposition of the doctrine of laches especially 

where, as here, petitioner asks for his convictions to be overturned. 

Accordingly, we 

ORDER the petition DENIED. 
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