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PER CURIAM: 

 Nemiah Davis appeals the district court’s order revoking his supervised release and 

sentencing him to 33 months’ imprisonment.  Davis admitted testing positive for marijuana 

(Violation 3) but denied committing new criminal conduct (Violations 1 and 2).  On appeal, 

Davis challenges the district court’s finding that he committed Violations 1 and 2.  We 

affirm.  

 “A district court may revoke supervised release if it finds by a preponderance of the 

evidence that the defendant violated a condition of supervised release.”  United States v. 

Mills, 173 F.4th 182, 188 (4th Cir. 2026) (internal quotation marks omitted).  This standard 

is satisfied if “the trier of fact . . . believe[s] that the existence of a fact is more probable 

than its nonexistence.”  Id. (internal quotation marks omitted).  We review “a district 

court’s revocation of supervised release . . . for abuse of discretion, meaning that we review 

legal conclusions de novo and factual determinations for clear error.”  Id.  There is no clear 

error if “the district court’s account of the evidence is plausible in light of the record viewed 

in its entirety.”  Id. (internal quotation marks omitted). 

 After carefully reviewing the record in its entirety, we conclude that the district 

court did not clearly err in finding that the preponderance of the evidence established that 

Davis committed Violations 1 and 2.  Davis voluntarily admitted to the probation officer 

that he engaged in a bank fraud conspiracy, and that admission was corroborated by the 

physical evidence presented during the revocation hearing.   
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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 

  


