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Jesus Rodriguez Barrientes appeals his qguilty-plea
conviction of being a felon in possession of a firearm The
Governnent argues that Barrientes’s only issue on appeal, the
denial of his suppression notion, was waived by the entry of an
unconditional guilty plea. However, review of the transcript of
the rearrai gnnent hearing shows that Barrientes has preserved his

right to appeal the denial of the suppression notion because there
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is a clear indication of Barrientes’'s intention to plead
conditionally, of his intention to appeal the denial of the notion
to suppress in particular, and the acqui escence of the Governnent

and the district court in the conditional plea. See United States

v. Wse, 179 F.3d 184, 187 (5th Cr. 1999).

Barrientes argues that his suppression notion should not
have been deni ed because the search warrant was supported only by
a “bare bones” affidavit. The avernents in the affidavit were not
whol Iy concl usory but contained sufficiently detailed information

from which the magi strate could independently determ ne probable

cause. See United States v. Pofahl, 990 F. 2d 1456, 1474 n.18 (5th

Cr. 1993). The officer corroborated several pieces of the
anonynous informant’s information, denonstrating the informant’s

reliability. See United States v. Jackson, 818 F.2d 345, 348 (5th

Cir. 1987). There was no requirenent that all of the informant’s
ti ps be corroborated by subsequent police investigationin order to

be considered credible. See United States v. Bl ount, 123 F. 3d 831,

836 (5th Gr. 1997)(en banc).

Because the affidavit in support of the search warrant
was not “bare bones,” the good-faith exception applied, and the
district court did not err in denying Barrientes’ s suppression

motion. See United States v. G sneros, 112 F.3d 1272, 1278 (5th

Cr. 1997). The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED



