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PER CURIAM: 
 

 A federal jury convicted Marques Odell Long of 

possession with intent to distribute marijuana, in violation of 

21 U.S.C. § 841 (2012); possession of a firearm in furtherance 

of a drug trafficking offense, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 

§ 924(c) (2012); and possession of a firearm and ammunition by a 

felon, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(g) (2012).  The district 

court sentenced Long to a total of 324 months in prison.  Long 

timely appeals, and we affirm. 

 On appeal, Long alleges that the district court erred 

by excluding portions of his testimony as inadmissible hearsay.  

We review the admissibility of evidence for abuse of discretion, 

and “will only overturn an evidentiary ruling that is arbitrary 

and irrational.”  United States v. Cole, 631 F.3d 146, 153 (4th 

Cir. 2011) (internal quotation marks omitted).  Hearsay is a 

statement that the declarant does not make while testifying at 

the current trial and which is offered “to prove the truth of 

the matter asserted in the statement.”  Fed. R. Evid. 801(c).  

Hearsay is generally inadmissible.  Fed. R. Evid. 802.   

 Long contends that the disputed testimony was not offered 

for the truth of the matter asserted; rather, he asserts that 

the statements provided an explanation for his flight from 

police.  Our review of the record leads us to conclude that the 

district court’s exclusion of the statements was neither 
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arbitrary nor irrational.  Moreover, any error was harmless in 

light of the evidence against Long and the fact that his 

admitted testimony conveyed the information he sought to present 

to the jury through the excluded statements—that Long was 

unaware of the gun until a phone conversation with his cousin, 

and he fled because he was afraid. 

 Accordingly, we affirm the judgment of the district 

court.  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  

 
 
 


