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PER CURI AM *

Appel l ants Perez and Vill al obos were found guilty by a
jury on three drug-trafficking counts and sentenced to 78 nonths in
prison plus other penalties. On appeal, they challenge only the
district court's denial of their suppression notion, which denial

resulted in adm ssi on of the cocai ne found in one car, $12, 000 cash

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that 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
opi ni on shoul d not be published.



found i n another car, and certain docunents. Finding no error, we
affirm

The gi st of appellants' conplaint is that Custons Speci al
Agent Hi nojosa | acked "reasonable suspicion" to conduct a Terry
investigatory stop of appellants at the Bonanza Restaurant in

Brownsvill e, Texas. Terry v. Chio, 392 U.S 1, 88 S. Ct. 1868

(1968). Appellants do not challenge the district court's findings

of fact. |Its determ nation that reasonable suspicion existed is

subject to de novo review. United States v. Basey, 816 F.2d 980,
988 (5th Gr. 1987). Try as they may, appellants sinply cannot
di stinguish Al abama v. Wiite, 496 U S. 325, 110 S. . 2412 (1990),

in which the Suprene Court held that reasonable suspicion was
provided via a confidential informant's tip identifying a narcotics
suspect, her auto, her destination, all of which were corroborated
by police investigation.

Here, an acquaintance of Agent Hinojosa described
information that could |l ead himto believe crimnal activity was a-
foot, and the i nformant generally descri bed the participants, their
aut onobi l es and i cense pl ate nunbers, and their destination -- the
Bonanza Restaurant. Havi ng checked out this information, and
conducted surveillance at the restaurant for one and one-half
hours, Agent Hi nojosa pursued the tip in a very non-intrusive
manner . He wal ked up to the suspects, identified hinself as a
custons agent, and announced that he was investigating drug-
trafficking activity. Villal obos admtted that he had a package of

currency in the red Ford, Guillen admtted he was an undocunented



alien traveling in that car, and Perez dissenbled regarding his
connection with the gold car. These facts gave rise to further
suspicion that the group were involved in crimnal activity. W
agree with the district court's conclusion that under the totality
of the circunstances, there was nore than reasonabl e suspicion for
Agent Hi noj osa to approach the suspects, question thembriefly, and
pursue his investigation based on their answers to his questions.

The convi ctions are AFFI RVED



