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For the reasons stated above, we conclude that the
State presented sufficient evidence that the prior offenses
occurred within seven years of the instant offense. We
therefore conclude that the district court did not err in
using the prior convictions to enhance the instant offense to
a felony. Accordingly, we
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‘See Ford|v. Warden, 111 Nev. 872, 884, 901 P.2d 123, 130
(1995) (stating that appellant is not permitted to change
theory underlying assignment of error on appeal).
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