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OPINION

PER CURIAM: 

We previously vacated the 180-month sentence of Joseph Wright
imposed pursuant to his guilty plea to being a felon in possession of
a firearm. On remand, the district court was to use the methodology
of United States v. Coleman, 158 F.3d 199 (4th Cir. 1998), and
United States v. Kirksey, 138 F.3d 120 (4th Cir. 1998), to determine
whether Wright qualified as an armed career criminal. A defendant is
an armed career criminal subject to a minimum fifteen-year sentence
if he has three previous convictions for serious drug offenses or vio-
lent felonies. 18 U.S.C. § 924(e) (2000). It was undisputed that
Wright had two qualifying drug convictions; the question was
whether any of three other convictions qualified as violent felonies
under § 924(e)(2)(B). 

At the resentencing hearing, the district court fully complied with
Coleman and Kirksey. In particular, the court had before it charging
documents dealing with Wright’s 1997 state conviction for second
degree assault. Those documents reveal that Wright and others robbed
several men. While an accomplice brandished a firearm, Wright laid
hands on one of the victims, searching the man’s clothing and
demanding money. The district court correctly concluded that, on
these facts, the assault involved the threatened use of physical force
and qualified as a violent felony. Wright clearly was an armed career
criminal subject to the statutory fifteen-year minimum sentence. 

We therefore affirm the 180-month sentence imposed at resentenc-
ing. We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal con-
tentions are adequately presented in the materials before us and
argument would not aid the decisional process. 

AFFIRMED
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