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Wayne Edwar d Handy appeal s his conviction for being afelonin
possession of a firearm He argues that the district court erred
when it denied his notion to suppress the evidence. Handy’ s
chal l enge to each circunstance on which the district court based

its decision and his reliance on United States v. Jaquez, 421 F. 3d

338 (5th G r. 2005), are unavailing.
The dispatcher in the instant case gave the officers a
specific address and told themthat it was reported that four black

mal es had shot at the address. Once they arrived at that address,

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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they obtained nore information to suspect crimnal activity.
Nanel y, they saw several people | eaving the address and Handy, who
is black, and his girlfriend parked in a car at the address

appearing to duck and hide. Once they talked to Handy, they
observed himreach for his pocket, act as though he was going to
flee, and act nervously. Under the totality of these
circunstances, when the officers questioned Handy, they had
articulable facts to support a reasonabl e suspicion that crim nal

activity was afoot. See Terry v. Chio, 392 U S 1, 19-20(1968);

Goodson_v. Gty of Corpus Christi, 202 F.3d 730, 736 (5th Cr.

2000); United States v. |barra-Sanchez, 199 F. 3d 753, 759 n.5 (5th

Cr. 1999). Thus, the district court did not err when it denied
Handy’ s notion to suppress the evidence.

AFFI RVED.



