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

No. 98-40951
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
Bl LLI E MATLEN MATTHEWS
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas

USDC No. B-97-CR-447-1

August 6, 1999
Before SM TH, BARKSDALE, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Billie Matlen Matthews appeals fromhis jury convictions for
knowi ngly and intentionally possessing with intent to distribute
nmore than 50 kil ograns of mari huana and knowi ngly carrying a
firearmin relation to a drug trafficking crinme. Matthews argues
that the district court erred in denying his notion to suppress
because the initial traffic stop was unlawful and that there was
insufficient evidence prior to the traffic stop to prove that he

had knowi ngly possessed nmarijuana with intent to distribute it.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Qur review of the record and the argunents and authorities
convince us that no reversible error was conmtted. The district
court did not err in denying the notion to suppress as the
officers, through their collective know edge, were able to point
to specific and articulable facts which, taken together with
rational inferences fromthose facts, reasonably warranted the

traffic stop. United States v. Shabazz, 993 F.2d 431, 435 (5th

Cir. 1993); United States v. Colenman, 969 F.2d 126, 129-30 (5th

Cr. 1992). The evidence was therefore not insufficient. United

States v. Otega Reyna, 148 F.3d 540, 543-44 (5th Cr. 1998).

Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED.



