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PER CURI AM

Shannon Justice appeals fromthe revocation of his supervised
rel ease and the inposition of a six-nonth prison term W review
for abuse of discretion the district court’s decision to revoke a
defendant’s supervised release and inpose a sentence after

revocation. United States v. Wlls, 163 F.3d 889, 898-99 (4th G r

1998); United States v. Davis, 53 F.3d 638, 642-43 (4th G r. 1995).

The district court may revoke a defendant’s term of supervised
release if the court finds, by a preponderance of the evidence,
that the defendant violated a condition of supervised rel ease. 18

U.S.C. § 3583(e)(3) (2000); United States v. Copley, 978 F.2d 829,

831 (4th Gir. 1992). There was sufficient evidence for the district
court to revoke Justice s termof supervised rel ease and sentence
himto six nmonths inprisonnment. Finding no abuse of discretion, we
affirm

We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED



