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PER CURIAM.

After Michael Laverne Mitchell pleaded guilty in the United States District
Court! for the District of Colorado to aiding and abetting the theft of government
property valued in excess of $100, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 88 641 and 2, the court
sentenced him to three years probation. Following the transfer of jurisdiction of
Mitchell’ s probation, he was charged with first degree sexual assault; the district
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court’* revoked Mitchell’s probation and sentenced him to seven months
imprisonment and three years' supervised release. Mitchell’s period of supervised
release commenced in June 1994. In January 1998, the district court revoked
Mitchell’s supervised release based on Mitchell’s admissions to several 1995
violationsof hissupervised-rel ease conditions--including leaving hisknown address
without notifying his probation officer. Despite the 3-to-9-month imprisonment
range suggested under U.S. Sentencing Guidelines Manual § 7B1.4(a), p.s. (1998),
the court sentenced Mitchell to 24 months' imprisonment and no further period of
supervised release. Mitchell now challenges hisrevocation sentence, and we affirm.

After athorough review of the record, we reject Mitchell’ s argument that the
district court failed to consider the applicable policy statementsin Chapter 7 and the
sentencing factorsin 18 U.S.C. 8§ 3553(a). We also conclude that the district court
did not abuse its discretion in imposing the 24-month prison term. See 18 U.S.C.
8 3583(e)(3); United Statesv. Grimes, 54 F.3d 489, 492 (8th Cir. 1995) (standard of
review); United Statesv. Carr, 66 F.3d 981, 983 (8th Cir. 1995) (per curiam) (Chapter
7 Guidelines are advisory and nonbinding; district court may depart from suggested
revocation imprisonment range when, in its considered discretion, such departureis
warranted).

The judgment is affirmed.
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