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PER CURIAM:*

Milton Earl Carbe has appealed his convictions for conspiracy

to possess with intent to distribute cocaine and possession with

intent to distribute cocaine.  He contends that the district court

should have suppressed evidence obtained pursuant to a search

warrant because the warrant was supported by a facially invalid
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affidavit.  We review this question de novo.1

Under the good-faith exception to the exclusionary rule,

“[e]vidence obtained by officers in objectively reasonable good-

faith reliance upon a search warrant is admissible, even though the

affidavit on which the warrant was based was insufficient to

establish probable cause.”2  Officers may rely in good faith upon

the validity of a warrant “so long as the warrant is supported by

more than a ‘bare bones affidavit.’”3  An affidavit is bare bones

if “it so deficient in demonstrating probable cause that it renders

an officer’s belief in its existence completely unreasonable.”4

The affidavit in this case was based on the hearsay statements

of a confidential informant.  “An affidavit may rely on hearsay –

information not within the personal knowledge of the affiant, such

as an informant’s statement – as long as the affidavit presents a

substantial basis for crediting the hearsay.”5  In considering

whether an informant’s tip is credible, we examine the informant’s
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veracity and basis of knowledge.6  The officer’s statements in an

affidavit that the informant previously provided reliable

information sufficiently established the informant’s veracity.7

Similarly, the factual detail in the affidavit sufficiently

demonstrated the informant’s basis of knowledge.8  The affidavit

was thus not “so deficient in demonstrating probable cause” that it

rendered the officers’ belief in the existence of probable cause

“completely unreasonable.”9 

AFFIRMED. 


