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Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit. See
Local Rule 36(c). 

OPINION

PER CURIAM: 

Maurice Gooding appeals from the district court order revoking his
supervised release and sentencing him to thirty-six months imprison-
ment. On appeal, Gooding contends that the district court erred in
admitting hearsay evidence at the revocation hearing. We review the
district court’s decision to revoke supervised release for abuse of dis-
cretion. See United States v. Copley, 978 F.2d 829, 931 (4th Cir.
1992). Here, the revocation was mandatory in view of the firearms
violation, one of three grounds cited by the Government. 18 U.S.C.A.
§ 3583(g)(2) (West 2000). The firearm was found in Gooding’s bed-
room by police acting pursuant to a search warrant, and is not a part
of the contested evidence. Therefore, the district court did not abuse
its discretion in revoking supervised release, and we affirm its deci-
sion to do so. We dispense with oral argument because the facts and
legal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the
court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED
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