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

No. 92-8160
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
RAMON VALDEZ,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. 91- CR-262(H)
~ March 17, 1993
Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

The district court denied Ranon Val dez's notion to suppress
on the ground that the search of Val dez's residence was | awf ul
and that the firearm sei zed was adm ssi bl e under the "plain view
doctri ne.

When reviewing a district court's suppression ruling, this
Court must accept the trial judge's factual findings "unless the

findings are clearly erroneous or influenced by an incorrect view

of the law." United States v. Lanford, 838 F.2d 1351, 1354 (5th

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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Cir. 1988). The evidence nust be viewed in the |ight nost
favorable to the party prevailing bel ow, except where such a view
is inconsistent with the trial court's findings or is clearly
erroneous when the evidence as a whole is considered. 1d.
Probabl e cause is required to invoke the "plain view

doctrine. Arizona v. Hi cks, 480 U S. 321, 327, 107 S.C. 1149,

94 L.Ed.2d 347, 355 (1987). Based on the fact that Castro knew
that Val dez was a convicted felon and that the gun was | ocated in
a cl oset containing clothing belonging to Val dez, Castro had
probabl e cause to believe that the gun was evidence of a crine.

See Lanford, 838 F.2d at 1354. Accordingly, the district court's

denial of the notion to suppress is not error; therefore, the

denial of the notion to suppress i s AFFI RVED



