


The district court imposed a sentence that falls within the 

parameters of the relevant statutes. See NRS 193.140; NRS 199.480(3). 

The record does not suggest the court's sentencing decision was based on 

impalpable or highly suspect evidence. And the record reveals the court 

rejected Schuette's request for probation because she had four felony 

convictions for property crimes and she had been "given numerous 

opportunities, including parole in specialty courts or treatment programs, 

and none of them have worked." Given this record, the district court did 

not abuse its sentencing discretion. 

To the extent Schuette also claims her sentence constitutes 

cruel and unusual punishment, we conclude that her contention lacks 

merit. See Harmelin v. Michigan, 501 U.S. 957, 1000-01 (1991) (plurality 

opinion); Blume v. State, 112 Nev. 472, 475, 915 P.2d 282, 284 (1996) 

(observing that "[a] sentence within the statutory limits is not cruel and 

unusual punishment unless the statute fixing punishment is 

unconstitutional or the sentence is so unreasonably disproportionate to 

the offense as to shock the conscience" (internal quotation marks 

omitted)). 

Having concluded Schuette is not entitled to relief, we 

ORDER the judgment of conviction AFFIRMED. 
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