


citation omitted). "[Hearsay errors are evaluated for harmless error." Id. 

at 	321 P.3d at 911. 

The record reveals Nelson cross-examined Officer Wiggins 

about the discrepancies between the two police reports he authored. When 

Nelson sought to admit the first report into evidence, the State objected 

and argued, "The Officer's report is not evidence. The Officer is here. He 

can ask him any questions he wants to ask him." The district court ruled 

the police report was hearsay and later ruled the public records exception 

did not apply because the police report contained opinions and not factual 

findings. 

We conclude the police report did not constitute hearsay 

because it was not offered to prove the truth of the matters it asserted but 

rather to show the inconsistencies and differences in Officer Wiggins' 

police reports. See NRS 51.035. Nonetheless, we further conclude the 

erroneous hearsay ruling was harmless because Nelson was able to 

present evidence of the police reports' inconsistencies and differences to 

the jury through his cross-examination of Officer Wiggins. See Coleman, 

130 Nev. at , 321 P.3d at 911. Accordingly, we 

ORDER the judgment of conviction AFFIRMED. 

, 	C.J. 
Gibbons 
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