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MEMORANDUM.

Defendant apped's by right from his sentences of 300 to 500 months imprisonment for firgt-
degree crimina sexua conduct, MCL 750.520b(1)(a); MSA 28.788(2)(1)(a), and of 120 to 180
months  imprisonment for second-degree crimina sexual conduct, MCL 750.520c(1)(8); MSA
28.783(3)(1)(a), entered after remand from this Court for resentencing. We affirm. This caseis being
decided without ora argument pursuant to MCR 7.214(E).

Defendant cdlams that the trial court misscored OV 12, Any error in caculating the sentencing
guidelines is not a basis on which an appelate court can grant relief. People v Raby, 456 Mich 487,
499;  Nw2d __ (1998); People v Mitchell, 454 Mich 145, 176-178; 560 NW2d 600 (1997).
There is a cognizable dam only where a factual predicate is wholly unsupported, a predicate is
materidly fase, and the sentence is disproportionate. Mitchell, supra at 177.

The trid court did not abuse its discretion in discounting the affidavit of the complaining witness
recanting her testimony. The court properly weighed the unreiability of recanting testimony in generd,
and the suspect nature of the testimony in this case. People v Canter, 197 Mich App 550, 559-562;
496 NW2d 336 (1992).

Defendant’s sentence fdls within the range established by the sentencing guiddines, and is
presumptively proportionate. People v Wiybrecht, 222 Mich App 160, 175; 564 NW2d 903 (1997).
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Defendant has failed to overcome the presumption of proportiondity. 1d.; People v Price, 214 Mich
App 538, 548; 543 NW2d 49 (1995).

We dfirm.
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