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(An informant's "veracity,” "reliability,” and "basis of knowledge" are
al highly relevant in determining the value of his report. We do not
agree, however, that these elements should be understood as entirely
separate and independent requirements to be rigidly exacted in every
case, which the opinion of the Supreme Court of Illinois would imply.
Rather, as detailed below, they should be understood simply as closely
intertwined issues that may usefully illuminate the common-sense,
practical question whether there is "probable cause" to believe that
contraband or evidenceis located in a particular place.)

(This totality-of-the-circumstances approach is far more consistent with
our prior treatment of probable cause than is any rigid demand that
specific "tests" be satisfied by every informant's tip. Perhaps the central
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teaching of our decisions bearing on the probable-cause standard is that
it is a "practical, nontechnical conception”. "In dealing with probable
cause, ...... as the very name implies, we deal with probabilities. These
are not technical; they are the factual and practical considerations of
everyday life on which reasonable and prudent men, not legal
technicians, act.")
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