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PER CURI AM *

| sai ah David Quaites pleaded guilty to four counts of
causi ng anot her person to nake fal se statenents in connection
wth the purchase of firearns. He appeals the district court’s
denial of a notion to suppress evidence of 16 firearns that were
sei zed during a stop of the vehicle driven by him Because the
Governnent conceded that it did not intend to rely on Terry v.
Ghio, 392 U S. 1, 30 (1968), as a basis for the stop, Quaites’s

argunents that the stop violated Terry are irrel evant.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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“Adistrict court’s ruling on a notion to suppress is

reviewed under a clearly erroneous standard as to the facts and

de novo for questions of law.” United States v. Buchner, 7 F.3d
1149, 1154 (5th Gr. 1993)(citation omtted). “[U nder the

aut onobi | e exception police may conduct a warrantl ess search of
an autonobile and any containers therein if they have probable
cause to believe that it contains contraband or evidence of a

crinme.” 1d. (citing California v. Acevedo, 500 U S. 565, 579-80

(1991)). Probabl e cause exists where the facts and circunstances
wthin the officer’s knowl edge are sufficient in thenselves to
warrant a man of reasonable caution in the belief that an offense

has been commtted. United States v. Mendez, 27 F.3d 126, 129-30

(5th Gr. 1994). A probable cause determ nation should be based
on the “totality of the circunstances,” and the evidence in
support of such “nust be viewed in |light of the observations,
know edge, and training of the | aw enforcenent officers involved
in the warrantl ess search.” Buchner, 7 F.3d at 1154 (i nternal
gquotations and citation omtted).

It was not unreasonable for the stopping officer to concl ude
that Quaites and his acconplice had conmtted an of fense and t hat
evi dence of that offense was in Quaites’s car. Although Quaites
di sputes each individual rationale offered by the officer in
support of a determ nation of probable cause, it is the totality

of the circunstances that nust be exam ned. See Buchner, 7 F.3d

at 1154. The totality of the circunstances reveal ed that:
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(1) Quaites and his acconplice had purchased an unusual nunber of
handguns in a manner that several dealers found suspicious;

(2) two of the handguns previously purchased by the acconplice
had been used in connection with crinmes in Chicago; and

(3) Quaites was driving a car that bore Illinois |icense plates
and that was registered to Quaites at an Illinois address.

The district court did not clearly err in denying the notion to
suppr ess.

AFFI RVED.



