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PER CURIAM:

A fTederal jury convicted Deonte Spicer for assault with a
dangerous weapon with intent to do bodily harm, in violation of
18 U.S.C. 8§ 113(a)(3) (2012). The district court sentenced
Spicer to 70 months of Imprisonment and he now appeals. Finding
no error, we affirm.

On appeal, Spicer argues that the district court abused its
discretion when it held the victim of the offense in civil,
rather than criminal, contempt for refusing to testify without
valid grounds for his refusal. Because Spicer failed to object
to the district court’s order of contempt, we review this issue

for plain error. See In re Gates, 600 F.3d 333, 337 (4th Cir.

2010). Therefore, Spicer must demonstrate that (1) the district
court committed an error, (2) that was plain, and (3) that the
error affected Spicer’s substantial rights. 1Id. Moreover, we
will not exercise our discretion to recognize such an error
unless it seriously affects the fairness, integrity, or public
reputation of the judicial proceedings. Id. We have thoroughly
reviewed the record and conclude that Spicer has failed to
demonstrate that the district court plainly erred.

Accordingly, we affirm the judgment of the district court.

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



