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Mchelle Mtchell appeals the 24-nonth sentence she received
follow ng the revocation of her supervised release. She contends
that the district court erred in calculating the applicable
recommended sentenci ng range because it classified her rel ease
violation as a Gade A violation rather than a G ade B viol ation.
The Governnent does not contest Mtchell’s assertion that hers
was a G ade B violation. |Instead, the Governnment asserts that

the error did not anount to reversible plain error.

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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We agree. Although Mtchell has denonstrated obvious error
based on the guidelines mscalculation, she has failed to
denonstrate that the error affected her substantial rights. Cf.

United States v. O ano, 507 U S. 725, 731-37 (1993). The

sentence i nposed fell within the two-year statutory nmaxi mum
aut hori zed upon revocation, and Mtchell has not shown that the
district court would have inposed a | esser sentence but for the

guidelines mscalculation. See id.; see also 18 U S.C. 8§ 472,

3559(a), 3583(e)(3).
AFFI RVED.



