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PER CURIAM: 

 A federal jury convicted Kendall Lamar Spears of possession 

with intent to distribute oxymorphone, in violation of 21 U.S.C. 

§ 841(a) (2012).  The district court sentenced Spears to 51 

months of imprisonment and he now appeals.  Finding no error, we 

affirm. 

 On appeal, Spears challenges the district court’s denial of 

his motion to suppress the evidence seized during the search of 

a vehicle in which he was a passenger.  “In reviewing a district 

court’s ruling on a motion to suppress, we review the court’s 

factual findings for clear error, and its legal conclusions de 

novo.”  United States v. Cain, 524 F.3d 477, 481 (4th Cir. 

2008).  When the district court denies a defendant’s suppression 

motion, we construe “the evidence in the light most favorable to 

the government.”  United States v. Grossman, 400 F.3d 212, 216 

(4th Cir. 2005).  We have thoroughly reviewed the record and 

conclude that the district court did not err in denying Spears’ 

motion. 

 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 in the decisional process. 

 

AFFIRMED 


