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PER CURI AM

Mary Josephi ne Dani el appeal s her conviction by a jury of
one count of possession of a firearmafter having been convicted of
a crime punishable by nore than one year of inprisonnment, in
violation of 18 U S.C. 8§ 922(g) (2000). Finding no reversible
error, we affirm

Daniel was indicted after her neighbors and erstwhile
friends, Julie Herrick and Mchael Richnond, reported her
possession of a firearmto authorities, and a firearmwas found in
her residence during an ensui ng search. On appeal, Daniel argues
that the district court erred in denying her notions in |imne and
allowing the evidence of her drug use and the notivations of
Herrick and Richnond to be admtted at trial. W reviewa district
court’s determi nation of the adm ssibility of evidence for abuse of

discretion. See United States v. Brooks, 111 F.3d 365, 371 (4th

Cr. 1997). Qur review convinces us that the district court
properly determ ned that the evidence in question was relevant.

United States v. Msters, 622 F.2d 83, 86 (4th Gr. 1980).

Moreover, the district court’s evaluation of the evidence under
Fed. R Evid. 403 was not “an arbitrary or irrational exercise of

discretion.” United States v. Heater, 63 F.3d 311, 321 (4th G

1995).
We therefore affirmDani el’s convi ction and sentence. W

di spense wi th oral argunment because the facts and | egal contentions



are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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