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PER CURI AM *

Hect or Vazquez appeals from his conviction of being a felon
in possession of a firearm He contends that the firearm on
whi ch his conviction was based was not seized during a
perm ssible protective sweep of the type authorized by Mryl and
v. Buie, 494 U S. 325 (1990).

Vazquez was arrested inside one half of a duplex |ocated at
5417 Lindsley in Dallas. The firearmwas seized froman arnoire
in Vazquez’s bedroom in the other half of the duplex, at 5419

Lindsley. The arresting officers had warrants for the arrest of

" Pursuant to 5THOR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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Vazquez and Fidel Aguilera, who |isted the duplex as his hone
address. Both hal ves of the duplex were owned by Vazquez’s
parents, who were on the front porch during Vazquez's arrest.
Vazgeuz | ed officers on a chase through both hal ves of the
dupl ex. After he was apprehended and read his rights, one of the
arresting officers asked Vazquez whet her there were any weapons
present, and Vazquez directed himto the firearmin the arnoire.
We do not determ ne whether the Buie protective sweep
rationale applies to Vazquez’s case. In light of the possibility
that Aguilera m ght be hiding in the duplex, Vazquez telling the
of ficer of the exact location of the firearmgave rise to an
exi gent circunstance of potential danger sufficient to justify
the arresting officer’s search for, and seizure of, the firearm

See United States v. Shannon, 21 F.3d 77, 81-82 (5th Cr. 1994);

United States v. R chard, 994 F.2d 244, 247-48 (5th GCr. 1993).

On the findings of the district court, the officer acted
reasonably in seizing the weapon specifically identified by
Vazquez.

AFFI RVED.



