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Oscar Luna appeals pro se from the district court’s denial of his motion for
early termination of his supervised release. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C.

§ 1291, and we affirm.

We review for abuse of discretion the district court’s denial of a motion for
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early termination of supervised release. See United States v. Emmett, 749 F.3d
817, 819 (9th Cir. 2014). The court did not abuse its discretion in concluding that
Luna’s stated need for unrestricted international travel in order to fulfill his
employment obligations did not support early termination. Contrary to Luna’s
contention, the district court applied the correct legal standard in determining that
early termination of supervised release was not warranted by Luna’s conduct and
the interest of justice. See 18 U.S.C. § 3583(e)(1); Emmett, 749 F.3d at 819. The
court did not base its decision on any erroneous facts, and properly relied on the
nature of Luna’s offense and his ongoing failure to accept responsibility for his
offense as reasons to continue supervision. See 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)(1), (a)(2)(B),
@)(2)(C).

AFFIRMED.
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