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Javier Garcia appeals from the district court’s judgment revoking his

supervised release stemming from his 2011 conviction for conspiracy to distribute
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" The Honorable Eugene E. Siler, United States Circuit Judge for the
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cocaine and imposing a term of imprisonment.! We have jurisdiction under 28
U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

Garcia’s briefs on appeal discuss whether evidence that formed the basis of
the district court’s decision to revoke his supervised release should have been
excluded as the fruit of an unlawful search of his home. However, as the district
court recognized, the exclusionary rule does not apply in revocation proceedings.
See United States v. Hebert, 201 F.3d 1103, 1104 (9th Cir. 2000) (per curiam).
Garcia has not disputed this point on appeal. Thus, whether the evidence was the
product of an unlawful search has no bearing on whether it could be considered by
the district court for purposes of finding that Garcia violated the conditions of his
supervised release.

AFFIRMED.

!'We address Garcia’s appeal from his separate criminal conviction in a
concurrently filed opinion.



