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BeforeHOLLAND, BERGER andRIDGELY, Justices.
ORDER

This 18th day of March 2014, upon considerationthef parties’ briefs and
the record on appeal, it appears to the Court that:

(1) The defendant-appellant, Dahmir Cooper, fitas appeal from a
Superior Court order sentencing him for a violatmfnprobation (“VOP”). We
find no merit to Cooper’'s appeal. Accordingly, &#irm the Superior Court’s
judgment.

(2) The record reflects that, on September 6, 2Ctbper pled guilty to
one count of Maintaining a Dwelling for Keeping G@atled Substances. In
exchange for his guilty plea, the State dismisseéxrocriminal charges against

him. The Superior Court immediately sentenced @odop three years at Level V



incarceration, suspended entirely for six montiseatl IV work release, followed
by one year at Level Ill probation. On February 2812, the Superior Court
modified its 2011 sentence order by removing theeLdV work release and
deferring Cooper’s probationary sentence until éterned to Delaware following
completion of a sentence he was serving in Penasidy

(3) Cooper was released from prison in PennsylvaniaNovember 9,
2012. At the time he faced probationary senterfoes both Delaware and
Pennsylvania. After his release, Cooper did ntatrneto check in with probation
in Delaware or Pennsylvania. Upon an investigatiopn Delaware probation
officers, it was found that Cooper returned to D&lee without permission from
his Pennsylvania probation officer. It was alsaweaed that Cooper had
absconded from supervision in Pennsylvania. Cosjlaware probation officer
filed a violation of probation report on March 2013. Cooper was arrested by
Delaware law enforcement on September 25, 2013. OGiober 8, 2013, the
Superior Court found that Cooper had violated habption and sentenced him to
three years at Level V, suspended after servingealenonths in prison, to be

followed by one year at Level Il probation.



(4) On appeal Cooper argues that he did not vidigeprobation. We
review a Superior Court’'s finding of a violation @robation for abuse of
discretion:

(5) Cooper argues that he was not required to baginprobation in
Delaware until he finished his probation in Penmagla and that failing to report
to his Pennsylvania probation officer should notdseunds for a violation of
probation in Delaware. Delaware law, however, sdo®t prohibit serving
concurrent terms of probatidn. Moreover, a defendant’s probation may be
revoked “at any time,” even before he begins seritif

(6) The evidence established that Cooper violategtobation by failing
to report to his Pennsylvania probation officetmhis Delaware probation. Under
the circumstances, the Superior Court had a sefficbasis to find that Cooper
violated his probation. Thus, we find no reversibtror.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the judgmenttloé Superior
Court is AFFIRMED.

BY THE COURT:

/s/ Randy J. Holland
Justice
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