IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 02-50360
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
STEVI E LAMAR HAVKI NS

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. WO00-CR-112-ALL

' December 27, 2002
Before JOLLY, JONES, and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Stevie Lamar Hawki ns appeal s his bench-trial conviction for
possession with intent to distribute crack cocaine. He
chal | enges the denial of his notion to suppress evidence sei zed
pursuant to a search warrant.

In reviewing the denial of a notion to suppress evidence

obt ai ned pursuant to a search warrant, we determ ne: (1) whether

the good-faith exception to the exclusionary rule applies; and

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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(2) if not, whether probable cause supported the warrant. United

States v. Cherna, 184 F.3d 403, 407 (5th GCr. 1999).

Hawki ns contends that the good-faith exception does not
apply because the affidavit on which the search warrant was based
was nerely a “bare bones” affidavit. Specifically, he argues
that the affidavit did not establish the reliability of the
informant, that it was vague and conclusional, and that it
contai ned insufficient corroboration of the informant’s
al | egati ons.

The affidavit was based on the personal observations of a
concerned citizen and the investigating officer. Mreover, the
information provided by the citizen was sufficiently detail ed and
was corroborated by the investigating officer’s personal
observations and by information | earned from anot her | aw

enforcenent officer. United States v. Satterwhite, 980 F.2d 317,

320 (5th Gr. 1992); United States v. Fields, 72 F.3d 1200, 1214

(5th Gr. 1996). Gven the foregoing, the judgnment of the

district court is AFFlI RVED



