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PER CURI AM *

Avery V. Jenkins, Sr., appeals his convictions of bank
robbery using a dangerous weapon and di scharge of a firearm
during a crinme of violence. Jenkins argues that the district
court should have excluded a gun recovered fromthe residence of
Jenkins’s wife and testinony regardi ng the di scovery of the gun
under FED. R EwID. 403 because such evidence msled the jury.

“Rel evant evidence is inherently prejudicial; but it is only

unfair prejudice, substantially outweighing probative val ue,”

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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that permts exclusion under Rule 403. United States v. Pace,

10 F. 3d 1106, 1115-16 (5th Cr. 1993). Rule 403 “is not
designed to permt the court to ‘even out’ the weight of the
evidence, to mtigate a crinme, or to nake a contest where there

islittle or none.” United States v. MRae, 593 F.2d 700, 707

(5th Gir. 1979).

Because the probative val ue of the chall enged evi dence was
not substantially outwei ghed by the dangers addressed by Rule
403, we have determned that the district court did not abuse its
discretion in admtting the evidence. See Pace, 10 F.3d at 1115-
16; FED. R EviD. 403. W have also determned that any error, if

it occurred, was harml ess. See United States v. Howell, 664 F.2d

101, 105-06 (5th G r. 1981).

AFFI RVED.



