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USDC No. 4:05-CR-206- ALL

Bef ore JONES, Chief Judge, and JOLLY and ONEN, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Mark Charles Larkin was convicted by a jury and sentenced to
atotal of 78-nonths of inprisonnent for possessing wth the intent
to distribute nethanphetamne, in violation of 21 US. C
8§ 841(a)(1), and being a felon in possession of a firearm in
violation of 18 U. S.C. §8 922(g)(1). He now appeals.

Larkin argues that the district court erred in denying his
nmotion to suppress the evidence seized follow ng the execution of
a search warrant at his residence. As the affidavit submtted in

support of the search warrant was nore than a “bare bones”

"Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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affidavit, the officers who executed the warrant relied on it in

good faith, and the evidence was adm ssible. See United States v.

Satterwhite, 980 F.2d 317, 320-21 (5th Gr. 1992). The district

court did not err in denying Larkin’ s notion to suppress.

Larkin also challenges the sufficiency of the evidence
supporting both of his convictions. Viewng the evidence in the
light nost favorable to the verdict, we have determned that a
rational trier of fact could have found that the evidence
established Larkin's guilt beyond a reasonable doubt as to both

of f enses. See United States v. MKnight, 953 F.2d 898, 901-03 &

n.3 (5th Gr. 1992).

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED



