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PER CURIAM:

Stacy Erwin Jones appeals the district court’s judgment
sentencing him to 30 months in prison and 3 years of supervised
release after the jury convicted him of aiding and abetting the
distribution of heroin. In the district court, Jones objected
to the probation officer’s calculation of his relevant conduct,
but his attorney withdrew the objection In an agreement with the
Government resulting in a lower Guidelines range. On appeal, he
raises the 1issue of whether the district court erred Iin
accepting defense counsel’s withdrawal of his objections and
determining his relevant conduct pursuant to the agreement
between defense counsel and the Government. We affirm.

Jones did not challenge the district court’s acceptance of
counsel”s withdrawal in the district court. We thus review this

issue for plain error. See United States v. Obey, 790 F.3d 545,

547 (4th Cir. 2015). Jones “must show that an error occurred,
that 1t was plain, and that it affected his substantial rights.”
Id. (citation omitted). Even if he makes this showing, “we will
correct the error only 1f i1t seriously affect[s] the fairness,
integrity or public reputation of judicial proceedings.” Id.
(citation and internal quotation marks omitted). We have
reviewed the record and Jones” brief, and we conclude that he

fails to show plain error affecting his substantial rights.



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

AFFIRMED



