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PER CURIAM: 

  Malik Rashad Johnson was convicted of being a felon in 

possession of a firearm, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(g) 

(2006), and sentenced to thirty-seven months’ imprisonment.  He 

appeals the district court’s denial of his motion to suppress.  

We affirm. 

  We review the factual findings underlying a district 

court’s ruling on a motion to suppress for clear error and its 

legal conclusions de novo.  United States v. Foster, 634 F.3d 

243, 246 (4th Cir. 2011).  When evaluating the denial of a 

suppression motion, we construe the evidence in the light most 

favorable to the Government.  Id.   

  When a vehicle has been lawfully stopped, a police 

officer may order a passenger to exit the vehicle and frisk that 

passenger when he has a reasonable suspicion that the passenger 

is armed and dangerous.  Arizona v. Johnson, 555 U.S. 323, 326 

(2009).  Reasonable suspicion is “a particularized and objective 

basis for suspecting that the person to be frisked is armed and 

dangerous” and must be made using common sense and measured by a 

totality of the circumstances.  United States v. Powell, 666 

F.3d 180, 186 (4th Cir. 2011).  A person’s possible involvement 

in prior criminal activity can be relevant in establishing 

reasonable suspicion.  Powell, 666 F.3d at 188; United States v. 

Holmes, 376 F.3d 270, 278 (4th Cir. 2004).  Knowledge of gang 
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affiliation is also relevant to the reasonable suspicion 

analysis.  Holmes, 376 F.3d at 278.  We have noted that “all 

roadside traffic encounters are potentially dangerous for law 

enforcement officers.”  Powell, 666 F.3d at 186 n.6.   

  Our review of the evidence presented at the 

suppression hearing leads us to conclude that the information 

known to the officer, considered in totality, created reasonable 

suspicion that Johnson was armed and dangerous sufficient to 

justify the frisk. 

  Accordingly, we affirm.  We dispense with oral 

argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately 

presented in the materials before the court and argument would 

not aid the decisional process. 

 

AFFIRMED 


