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Further, it is clear from the district court's statements it 

considered all of the mitigation evidence presented by Platt, but chose to 

impose the small habitual criminal enhancement based on Platt's 

numerous prior convictions. The district court acknowledged Platt's prior 

convictions were nonviolent, but the continuous nature of his criminal 

history and the district court's concern Platt would not be able to stay out 

of trouble formed the basis for the district court's decision to impose the 

enhancement. This was not an abuse of discretion. See Hughes v. State, 

116 Nev. 327, 333, 996 P.2d 890, 893 (2000); Arajakis v. State, 108 Nev. 

976, 983-84, 843 P.2d 800, 805 (1992). 

Having considered Platt's contentions, and found them to be 

without merit, we 

ORDER the judgment of conviction AFFIRMED. 
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