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PER CURI AM

Carl Eric Hopkins appeals fromthe revocation of his super-
vi sed rel ease and the inposition of a three-year prisonterm Hop-
kins contends that insufficient evidence supported the revocation
of his supervised rel ease, because t he evi dence presented consi sted
of unreliable hearsay. Finding sufficient evidence to support the
revocation, we affirm

A revocation hearing is not a part of a crimnal prosecution
and the full panoply of rights due a defendant under the Federal

Rul es of Evidence does not apply. See Morrissey v. Brewer, 408

US 471, 489 (1972). Thus, hearsay testinony is adm ssible so

long as it is reliable. See Fed. R Evid. 1101(d)(3); United States

v. MCallum 677 F.2d 1024, 1026 (4th Cr. 1982) (permtting

“denonstrably reliable” hearsay). Qur reviewof the record reveal s
that the hearsay was sufficiently reliable to support the district
court’s decision to revoke supervised rel ease.

Accordingly, we affirmthe revocation of Hopkins’ supervised
rel ease. We dispense with oral argunent, because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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