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PER CURIAM:

Patrick Crites pleaded guilty to transmitting a threat
to injure the person of another 1iIn interstate commerce, 1iIn
violation of 18 U.S.C. § 875(a). The district court sentenced
Crites to ten months” imprisonment, and he now appeals. Finding
no error, we affirm.

On appeal, Crites argues that the district court erred
in applying an enhancement under the Guidelines for an official
victim. In reviewing the district court’s calculations under
the Guidelines, “we review the district court’s legal
conclusions de novo and its factual findings for clear error.”

United States v. Manigan, 592 F.3d 621, 626 (4th Cir. 2010)

(internal quotation marks and citation omitted). We will “find
clear error only i1f, on the entire evidence, we are left with
the definite and firm conviction that a mistake has been
committed.” |Id. at 631 (internal quotation marks and citation
omitted).

The Guidelines provide that a district court shall
apply a six-level increase i1In offense level when the victim of
the offense is a government officer or employee, the offense was
motivated by the victim’s status as an officer or employee of
the government, and the base offense level 1s derived from
Chapter Two, Part A of the Guidelines. U.S. Sentencing

Guidelines Manual (*USSG”) § 3Al.2(a), (b) (2013). The
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commentary to that section provides that the *“[GJuideline
applies when specified iIndividuals are victims of the offense

. [and] does not apply when the only victim 1is an
organization, agency, or the government.” USSG § 3A1.2 App.-
n.1. Because Crites threatened government employees rather
than the government in general, we conclude that the district
court did not err in applying the enhancement for an official

victim under the Guidelines. See, e.g., United States v. Polk,

118 F.3d 286, 297-98 (5th Cir. 1997).

Accordingly, we affirm the judgment of the district
court. We dispense with oral argument because the facts and
legal contentions are adequately presented i1In the materials
before this Court and argument would not aid in the decisional
process.

AFFIRMED



