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Jeffrey Vigil appeals the district court’s denial of his motion to suppress

evidence obtained through a Border Patrol agent’s stop of his vehicle.  After the

district court denied his motion to suppress, Vigil was convicted in a bench trial of
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possession with intent to distribute marijuana, 21 U.S.C. §§ 841(a)(1), (b)(1)(C),

and has begun serving his twenty-four month sentence.  We affirm.

The district court did not err in denying Vigil’s motion to suppress.  Law

enforcement officials may stop a vehicle without probable cause in order to

“investigate a reasonable suspicion that its occupants are involved in criminal

activity.”  United States v. Hensley, 469 U.S. 221, 226 (1985) (citations omitted). 

In this case, the district court did not err in finding that, based on the totality of the

circumstances, the Border Patrol agent had reasonable suspicion to stop Vigil. 

United States v. Arvizu, 534 U.S. 266, 274-78 (2002). 

AFFIRMED.


