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PER CURI AM *

Jose Alfredo Vargas-Uibe appeals his conviction for
conspiracy and possession with intent to distribute marijuana. W
AFFI RM

l.

Fol |l om ng a concerned citizen's report to border patrol agents
about suspicious activity approximately three mles from the
Mexi can border, border patrol agents conducted surveillance and
st opped vehicles driven by Vargas and a co-defendant. The co-

def endant had a pair of pliers in his pocket, and his van cont ai ned

Pursuant to Local Rule 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 Local Rule 47.5. 4.



marijuana. Vargas consented to a search of his vehicle, in which
agents found a package for pliers consistent with those found in
t he co-defendant's pocket. Vargas acconpani ed agents to the border
patrol station for additional questioning, waived his rights, and
confessed to being involved in an operation to snuggle marijuana
across the border.

Vargas noved to suppress the pliers package and his
confession. After conducting an evidentiary hearing and receiving
additional briefing on the |awful ness of the stop, the district
court denied the notion. Follow ng a bench trial, Vargas was
convi cted; he was sentenced to 76 nonths inprisonnent.

.

Vargas contends that his initial detention and the subsequent
search and interrogation were conducted w thout probable cause or
reasonabl e suspicion. In reviewng a suppression ruling, we view
the evidence in the |ight nost favorable to the prevailing party,
and wll affirm"if there is any reasonabl e view of the evidence to
support"” the ruling. United States v. Tellez, 11 F.3d 530, 532
(5th Gir. 1993), cert. denied, _ US _ |, 114 S.Ct. 1630 (1994).
W will accept the district court's factual findings unless they
are clearly erroneous, but its legal conclusions are subject to
pl enary review. |d.

A border patrol agent conducting a roving patrol in a border
area may nmake a tenporary, investigative stop of a vehicle if
specific, articulable facts warrant a reasonabl e suspi cion that the

occupant of the vehicle is engaged in illegal activities. United



States v. Casteneda, 951 F.2d 44, 46-47 (5th Cr. 1992). In
assessing the evidence, we examne the totality of the
circunstances as understood by those versed in the field of |aw
enforcenent, seeking grounds for reasonable suspicion that the
i ndi vi dual bei ng stopped was engaged i n wongdoing. United States
v. Diaz, 977 F.2d 163, 164-65 (5th Gr. 1992). Factors to be
considered include the characteristics of the area, its proximty
to the border, wusual traffic patterns, the agent's previous
experience with crimnal traffic, information about recent ill egal
border crossings in the area, the characteristics of the vehicle,
and the behavior of the driver. United States v. Brignoni-Ponce,
422 U. S. 873, 884-85 (1975).

After examning the totality of the circunstances surroundi ng
the stop, and in particular, the concerned citizen's report that
the vehicles were acting in tandem which was corroborated by the
agents' observations, the experience of the agents wth | ook-out
and | oad vehicles, and the preval ence of drug trafficking in the
area and its proximty to the border, we conclude that the agents
had reason to suspect that Vargas was engaged i n unl awful activity.
Accordingly, the district court did not err in denying the notion
t o suppress.

L1l
For the foregoing reasons, the judgnent is

AFFI RVED.



