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Marcus A. MIton appeals fromthe district court’s judgnment
revoki ng his supervised release and sentencing himto 21 nonths
of inprisonnent. MIlton contends that the evidence was
insufficient to support a finding that he commtted a grade A
vi ol ation by a preponderance of the evidence. He argues that the
Governnent failed to prove either possession with intent to
di stribute crack cocai ne or possession of a firearm According
to Mlton, the Governnent failed to produce evidence that the

subst ance he possessed was in fact crack cocaine or that he

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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possessed that substance with intent to distribute. He argues
that the Governnent failed to show that he possessed any
substance with the intent to distribute, and that the Governnent
showed at nost that he possessed a white, rock-1like substance for
personal use, which he argues is a grade B violation. He further
argues that the Governnent failed to prove that he possessed the
firearmfound in the car in which he was a passenger.

The evidence was sufficient to show by a preponderance of
the evidence that MIton possessed with intent to distribute
crack cocaine, a grade A violation of his supervised rel ease.

See United States v. Hinson, 429 F.3d 114, 119 (5th Cr. 2005);

United States v. Majors, 328 F.3d 791, 796 (5th Cr. 2003). The

district court therefore was required to revoke Mlton's

supervi sed release. 18 U. S.C. 8§ 3583(g)(1). MIton does not
chal l enge the termof inprisonnent he received upon revocation of
hi s supervi sed rel ease and t herefore has abandoned any such

challenge. See United States v. Geen, 964 F.2d 365, 371 (5th

Gr. 1992).

AFFI RVED.



