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PER CURI AM *

Heat her Garci a- Maci as appeal s her conviction, after a jury
trial, of attenpting to bring an illegal alien into the United
States in violation of 8 U S.C. § 1324. During the trial,
Garci a- Maci as argued that she was under duress when she attenpted
to snmuggle the illegal alien into the United States because the
illegal alien had verbally threatened her and physically injured
her by grabbing her arm The district court excluded pictures of
a bruise on Garcia-Macias’'s armfromthe evidence because the

pi ctures were not disclosed to the Governnment within the tinme

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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limt set by the district court’s standing di scovery order.
Garci a- Maci as chal l enges that ruling on appeal.

This court reviews “all eged discovery errors for abuse of
discretion and wll order a newtrial only where a defendant

denonstrates prejudice to [her] substantial rights.” See United

States v. Doucette, 979 F.2d 1042, 1044-45 (5th Gr. 1992);

States v. Sarcinelli, 667 F.2d 5, 6-7 (5th Cr. 1982). Even if

the district court abused its discretion in excluding the

evi dence, Garci a-Macias has not shown that the error affected her
substantial rights. Garcia-Macias has not denonstrated that, if
the pictures were introduced, the jury would have chosen to
believe her testinony that she commtted the 8 1324 viol ation
under duress and to disbelieve the testinony of the three border
patrol agents whose testinony controverted her defense of duress.

Accordingly, the district court’s judgnent is AFFI RVED



