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Jack Wayne Wi senhunt appeals his conviction for one count
of inporting an alien for the purpose of sexual exploitation, in
violation of 8 U S.C. § 1328. He contends that the evidence was
insufficient for the jury to find that he inported the subject
al i en because the alien crossed the border from Mexico into the

United States of his own volition. He al so contends that the
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district court erred in admtting certain photographs into evidence.
Vi ewi ng the evidence as a whole, a reasonable trier of fact

coul d have found that the evidence established the essenti al

el ements of the alien-inportation offense beyond a reasonabl e

doubt. See United States v. Otega Reyna, 148 F.3d 540, 543 (5th

Cir. 1998). In particular, the evidence was sufficient to
establish that Whisenhunt directly or indirectly inported the
alien described in count one of the indictment. See 8 U S.C.
§ 1328.

Al t hough Wi senhunt objected in the district court to the
adm ssi on of the photographs because he di sputed that they
depicted mnors, as charged in the counts of the indictnment for
whi ch the photographs were introduced and of which he was
acquitted, he did not object on the basis that adm ssion of the
phot ogr aphs woul d prejudice his defense on the alien-inportation
charge. Accordingly, this issue is reviewed for plain error
only. Because there is no possibility that the adm ssion of the
phot ographs affected the outcone of the trial on the alien-

i nportation charge, Wi senhunt has not shown plain error in the

adm ssi on of the photographs. See United States v. Calverley, 37

F.3d 160, 164 (5th Gr. 1994)(en banc).

AFFI RVED.



