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PER CURI AM

Gregory Evans appeal s his conviction and sentence for posses-
sion with intent to distribute nore than fifty grans of crack co-
caine and 1,193 granms of mari huana.! Evans cl ai ns that the district
court erred by denying his notion to suppress drugs found in a car
in which he was a passenger. Specifically, he contends that the
police violated his constitutional rights by stoppi ng and searchi ng
t he vehi cl e based upon an anonynous ti p. Finding that Evans wai ved
appel l ate review, we affirm Evans' conviction and sentence.

On May 8, 1995, the WIlson, North Carolina, police received
atip that Gegory Evans, a known drug deal er, would transport a
| ar ge anmount of crack cocaine fromRaleigh to WIson at approxi -
mately 11:00 p.m that evening. The caller told the police that
Evans woul d be traveling in a white Mercedes with expensive tires
and rins, and that the car had a North Carolina license plate with
the first three letters being "GIP." Additionally, the caller in-
formed police that the cocaine would |ikely belocated inthe trunk
of the Mercedes.

At approximately 11: 00 p. m on a ngj or hi ghway | i nki ng Ral ei gh
and Wl son, police officers stopped a white Mercedes with expensive
tires and rinms, and a North Carolina |icense plate beginning with
the letters "GIP." As the officers approached the vehicle, they
recogni zed the passenger as Gregory Evans. The officers requested

that Evans and the driver exit the vehicle. Upon exiting the

121 U.S.C. § 841(a) (1994).
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vehicle, the officers frisked and handcuffed Evans and t he dri ver;
however, the officers informed them that they were not under
arrest, but nerely being handcuffed for their and the officers

safety. The driver consented to a vehicl e search, and a police dog
alerted to the inside back seat, right rear door, and trunk area.
The police recovered 474 grans of crack cocaine and 1, 193 grans of
mari huana fromthe trunk of the autonobile.

Evans noved to suppress the drugs recovered fromthe car. The
matter was referred to a magi strate judge.? The magi strate judge
found that Evans | acked standing to chall enge the search and rec-
ommended t hat Evans' notion to suppress be denied. Evans failed to
object tothe nagi strate judge's report, and the district court de-
nied the notion to suppress. Evans now appeal s the district court's
denial of his notion to suppress.

Evans' appeal is wthout nerit. Evans wai ved appel |l ate revi ew
of this issue by failing to object tothe magi strate judge' s report
and recommendation.® In fully counsel ed cases, the tinely filing of
obj ections is necessary to preserve appellate review *

Accordingly, we affirm Evans' conviction and sentence. W
di spense wi th oral argunent because the facts and | egal contenti ons
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.

> See 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)(B) (1994).

® See Wells v. Shriners Hosp., 109 F.3d 198, 201 (4th Gr.
1997) .
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