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

No. 99-10400
Summary Cal endar

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

D RON LAMAR HARMON, al so known
as Dron Lamar Har non,

Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:98-CR-169-1-A
Novenber 15, 1999
Before DAVIS, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

D Ron Lamar Harnon appeals his guilty-plea conviction of
possession of cocaine with intent to distribute, in violation of
21 U S C 8§ 841(a)(1). Harnon argues that the district court
erred in denying his notion to suppress the cocaine that police
officers seized fromhis person at Dallas-Forth Wrth
I nternational Airport.

We have reviewed the record and the briefs of the parties

and conclude that the district court did not err in denying

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Harnon’s notion to suppress evidence. See United States v.

Chavez-Villarreal, 3 F.3d 124, 126 (5th Cr. 1993). The district

court did not clearly err in determning that, under the totality
of the circunstances, the testinony of a police officer who
stated that Harnon had consented to the search of his person was
nmore credi ble that of Harnon, who stated that he did not give

consent. See United States v. Garza, 118 F.3d 278, 283 (5th Cr.

1997) (this court wll not second-guess district court’s

credibility determnations), cert. denied, 118 S. C. 699 (1998);
United States v. Kelley, 981 F.2d 1464, 1470 (5th G r. 1993)

(voluntary consent can validate warrantl|l ess search).

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED



