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PER CURI AM

Ceci| Dee Dumas, Jr., was convicted of possession with intent
to distribute cocaine base in violation of 21 U S.C A § 841(a)(1)
(West 1999) and sentenced to thirty-eight nonths’ inprisonnent.
Dumas asserts the district court erred in denying his notion to
suppress narcotics all egedly obtained during an illegal search and
seizure. W affirm

W review a district court’s factual findings underlying its
denial of a notion to suppress for clear error, whilereviewing its

| egal concl usions de novo. United States v. Rusher, 966 F.2d 868,

873 (4th Gr. 1992). In addition, in reviewng the denial of a
notion to suppress, we reviewthe evidence in the |light nost favor-

able to the governnent. United States v. Seidnman, 156 F.3d 542,

547 (4th Cr. 1998). Under these standards, we conclude the dis-
trict court properly denied Dumas’ notion to suppress the evidence
for the reasons stated in its June 12, 2001 order.

Accordingly, we affirm Dumas’ conviction and sentence. Ve
di spense with oral argunment because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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