IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 92-2748

Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

ver sus

LUZ ESTELLA SALAZAR,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(CR H 90 0224 02)

( Cct ober 27, 1993 )
Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
| .

A jury found the appellant, Luz Estella Salazar, guilty of
conspiring to possess with intent to distribute in excess of five
kil ograns of cocaine in violation of 21 U S.C. 88 841 and 846; of
ai ding and abetting possession wth intent to distribute in excess

of five kilogranms of cocaine in violation of 21 U S.C. § 841 and 18

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.



US C 8 2; and of conducting a financial transaction with intent
to pronote carrying on of a specified unlawful activity in
violation of 18 U.S.C. 88 2 and 1956(a)(1) (A (i). Salazar filed a
motion for judgnment of acquittal pursuant to Federal Rule of
Crimnal Procedure 29, which the district court granted. Thi s
court reversed the district court, remanding the case for
sentencing. The district court having sentenced Sal azar, she now
appeal s her conviction. W affirm

.

Sal azar conplains of the circunstances under which she was
arrested and of various searches the police conducted incident to
the arrest. In particular, she asserts that the police |acked
probable cause to arrest her and, therefore, that they had no
legitimate basis for searching her person, her mail box, her purse
and her car.

On the day of Salazar's arrest, the police noticed her
arriving at an apartnent. Salazar had rented the apartnent with a
suspected drug deal er, Jose Ranpbs, both of them signing the | ease
under aliases. The police had already secured a warrant to search
the prem ses. They also recognized the car in which Salazar
arrived as the Buick that Ranpbs had used in an earlier drug
transacti on.

Sal azar entered the apartnent using a key. About 20 to 25
mnutes later, she left the apartnent carrying a shopping bag.
After making heat runs--driving in a manner designed to detect

whet her anyone was follow ng her--she drove to an office conpl ex



where she dropped off a large, bulky manila envel ope. She then
drove to a store that provided noney wire transfers to Central and
South Anerica, as well as offering insurance, bail bonds, beepers,
cellul ar tel ephones, and rental mail boxes. She entered the store
with her purse, remained for a fewm nutes, and returned to the car
for her shopping bag. The agents followed her when she went back
into the store.

When Sal azar noticed the agents, she carried the bag to the
back of the store, disappeared behind a door leading to a back
room and returned enpty-handed. An officer then went to the back
of the store and found the bag sitting on a |edge. The officer
| ooked into the open bag, and noticed that it was full of noney.
The parties di spute whether the police arrested Sal azar just before
or just after they discovered the bag full of noney.

The police subsequently searched Sal azar, her purse, her
mai | box and her car. They discovered considerable incrimnating
evi dence. !

L1l

Sal azar clains that the arrest occurred before the police
di scovered the shopping bag full of noney, at which tinme they
| acked probabl e cause for her arrest.

The consi derations i nvolved in dealing with probabl e cause are
not technical ones, but rather factual and practical ones of

everyday |ife on which reasonable and prudent persons, not | egal

! US. v. Salazar, 958 F.2d 1285, 1289-90 (5th Cr.), cert.
denied, 113 S. Ct. 185 (1992), the earlier appeal in this case,
provi des a nore conpl ete account of the events that occurred.
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t echni ci ans, act. United States v. Ml donado, 735 F.2d 809, 815

(5th Cr. 1984) (citation and quotation marks omtted). Thus, a
succession of otherwi se innocent circunstances or events my

constitute probabl e cause when viewed as a whole. United States v.

Muni z- Mel chor, 894 F.2d 1430, 1438 (5th GCr.), cert. denied, 495

U S 923 (1990) (quotation marks omtted). Gven this standard,
the police had probable cause to arrest Sal azar.

The police were on the verge of arresting the nenbers of a
drug conspiracy. They had a warrant to search Sal azar's apart nent
and they recognized her car as having been involved in a drug
transacti on. Sal azar drove, in a manner designed to frustrate
surveillance, with a nysterious bag to a store that wired noney to
Central and South Anerica. After entering the store, she returned
to the car and brought in the bag. Wen the police approached, she
hid the bag in the back of the store. She had every appearance of
a person attenpting to | aunder drug noney. The police had probable
cause to arrest her.

Sal azar clains that the police | acked probabl e cause for her
arrest and, therefore, to search her and her belongings. She is
m st aken about the legitinmacy of her arrest. We, therefore,
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