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PER CURI AM

Reba Pandora Rice appeals from a sentence of fifteen
mont hs’ i nprisonnent followi ng her guilty plea to marriage fraud
and conspiracy to conmt narriage fraud. In Rice’ s presentence
report, the probation officer recomended that the offense | evel be

increased by three levels pursuant to U S. Sentencing Guidelines

Manual 8§ 3B1.1(b) (2002). The district court expressly adopted the
findings of fact contained in the report.

Though Rice did not raise any objections to the
presentence report at the tine of her sentencing, she now contends
t hat her offense | evel should not have been increased because the
district court failed to recite its findings to support the
adj ust nent . After careful review of the record, we find that

Rice’s challenge fails to denonstrate plain error. See United

States v. Wlls, 163 F.3d 889, 900 (4th CGr. 1998); United

States v. Terry, 916 F.2d 157, 162 (4th G r. 1990).

We accordingly affirmRi ce’ s conviction and sentence. W
di spense wi th oral argunment because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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