


extreme sentence that is grossly disproportionate to the crime). Here, the 

sentence imposed is within the parameters provided by the relevant 

statute. See NRS 207.010(1)(b). Romero does not allege the statute is 

unconstitutional. And we are not convinced that the sentence imposed is 

so grossly disproportionate to the crime and Romero's history of recidivism 

as to constitute cruel and unusual punishment. See Ewing v. California, 

538 U.S. 11, 29 (2003) (plurality opinion). 

To the extent Romero also claims that the district court 

abused its discretion at sentencing, we conclude his claim is without merit. 

The record reveals that the parties agreed to Romero's own recognizance 

release and Romero agreed to serve a prison term of 10 to 25 years if he 

failed to appear for sentencing. Thereafter, Romero failed to appear for 

sentencing and the district court subsequently sentenced him in 

accordance with the terms of the agreement. We discern no abuse of 

discretion in this regard. 

Having concluded Romero is not entitled to relief, we 

ORDER the judgment of conviction AFFIRMED. 
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