


regarding new charges brought against Rosales. Accordingly, we conclude 

Rosales fails to demonstrate the district court abused its discretion at 

sentencing. See Chavez v. State, 125 Nev. 328, 348, 213 P.3d 476, 490 

(2009). 

Rosales also argues the State committed prosecutorial 

misconduct when it made arguments regarding Rosales' new charges. 

Rosales objected to this argument, so we review for harmless error and 

determine whether any improper conduct warrants reversal. Valdez v. 

State, 124 Nev. 1172, 1188, 196 P.3d 465, 476 (2008). We conclude any 

error regarding the State's argument about Rosales' new charges was 

harmless, and does not warrant reversal, because the district court 

expressly stated it was not going to consider the new charges in making its 

sentencing decision. 

Having considered Rosales' contentions and concluded that no 

relief is warranted, we 

ORDER the judgment of conviction AFFIRMED. 
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