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PER CURI AM *

Tonni e Gal bert appeal s his jury-trial conviction of possession
of afirearmby a felon, inviolation of 18 U.S.C. 88 922(g)(1) and
924(a)(2). Galbert argues that the district court erred in denying
his notion to suppress the evidence discovered incident to his

warrantless arrest. He clains that police officers | acked reason-

" Pursuant to 5THQR R 47.5, the court has deternined that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under the limted
circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5.4.
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abl e suspicionto justify a stop of his vehicle and | acked probabl e
cause for his subsequent arrest.

This court reviews a district court’s denial of a notion to
suppress following live testinony by accepting the trial court’s
factual findings “unless clearly erroneous or influenced by an in-

correct viewof the law.” United States v. Qutlaw, 319 F.3d 701,

704 (5th Gr. 2003). The clearly erroneous standard is particu-
larly strong i n such cases because the judge had the opportunity to

observe the deneanor of the witnesses. United States v. Santi ago,

410 F.3d 193, 197 (5th Gr. 2005). W view the evidence in the
light nost favorable to the prevailing party and will not second-
guess the district court’s findings as to the credibility of wt-

nesses. United States v. Garza, 118 F.3d 278, 282-83 (5th Gr.

1997). Questions of |aw are revi ewed de novo, as are the district
court’s ultimate conclusions of Fourth Anendment reasonabl eness.

United States v. Vasquez, 298 F.3d 354, 356 (5th Gr. 2002)

The totality of facts and circunstances within the officers’
know edge at the nonent of Galbert’s arrest were sufficient for a
reasonabl e person to conclude that Galbert had comnmtted or was

commtting an offense. See United States v. Wadley, 59 F.3d 510,

512 (5th G r. 1995). Thus, there was probabl e cause for Gl bert’s
arrest. It is well established that an arrest of a suspect based
on probabl e cause i s a reasonabl e i ntrusi on under the Fourth Amend-

ment and that a search i ncident to such an arrest is therefore val -
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idand requires no additional justification. United States v. Her-

nandez, 825 F.2d 846, 852 (5th Cr. 1987).
Consequently, the district court did not clearly err in deny-
ing the notion to suppress the evidence obtained as aresult of his

arrest. The judgnent is AFFI RVED



