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PER CURIAM:

Mollee M. McWhorter was convicted by a magistrate judge of possessing less than
two ounces of marijuana in the George Washington and Jefferson National Forest, in
violation of 36 C.F.R. 8 261.58(t) (2019). The magistrate judge imposed a $10 fine and a
$10 special assessment. McWhorter appealed to the district court, arguing that she used
marijuana to treat her anxiety and advancing sewveral policy arguments for the federal
legalization of marijuana. The district court concluded that the magistrate judge’s finding
that McWhorter violated 36 C.F.R. §261.58(t) was not contrary to law or otherwise
erroneous and affirmed the judgment.

McWhorter now appeals the district court’s order affirming the judgment. On
appeal, McWhorter continues to advocate for the federal legalization of marijuana and
requests that the conviction be expunged based on her belief that marijuana is an herbal
medicine that should be legal to use. On appeal, we confine our review to the issues raised
in the informal brief. See 4th Cir. R. 34(b). Because McWhorter’s informal brief neither
challenges the basis for the district court’s disposition nor the facts supporting her
conviction, she has forfeitedappellate review of the court’s order. See Jacksonv. Lightsey,
775 F.3d 170, 177 (4th Cir. 2014) (“The informal brief is an important document; under
Fourth Circuit rules, our review is limited to issues preserved in that brief.”). Accordingly,
we affirm McWhorter’s conviction. 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



