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FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T
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Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus
ROBERT SCOTT DAVI S,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. WO01-CR-93-1

Decenber 30, 2002
Bef ore BARKSDALE, DEMOSS, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Convicted for possession wth intent to distribute
met hanphet am ne, Robert Scott Davis challenges the denial of his
nmotion to suppress evidence seized pursuant to a search warrant.
For such review, we determ ne: (1) whether the good-faith exception
to the exclusionary rule applies; and (2) if not, whether probable
cause supported the warrant. E.g., United States v. Cherna, 184

F.3d 403, 407 (5th Cr. 1999).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



Davi s contends the good-faith exception does not apply because
the affidavit on which the search warrant was based was a “bare
bones” affidavit. This affidavit was based on the personal
observations of a confidential informant, who had previously
provided reliable, «credible information to |aw enforcenent
officials. The informant stated: he had observed Davis in
possession of nmethanphetamine within the past nonth; he had
previ ously observed Davi s usi ng net hanphet am ne; and he had snel | ed
what he believed to be anhydrous ammonia (a chem cal used in the
manuf act ure of net hanphetam ne) on the subject prem ses within the
past 72 hours.

We conclude that the officers relied in good faith on the
warrant. See United States v. Satterwhite, 980 F.2d 317, 320-21
(5th Gr. 1992); United States v. MKnight, 953 F.2d 898, 905 (5th
CGr. 1992).
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