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PER CURI AM *

The judgnment of the district court is AFFI RVED. Assum ng t hat
the late disclosure of the subject information constituted a

violation of Brady v. Maryland, 373 U S. 83 (1963), or Gglio v.

United States, 405 U S. 150 (1972), we are unconvinced that the

governnent’s failure to disclose until after trial had begun in any
way prejudiced the defendant or affected the outcone. United

States v. Neal, 27 F.3d 1035, 1050 (5th Gr. 1994).

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



W also AFFIRM the district court’s enhancenent of the
def endant’ s sentence for his aggravating role in the offense. U S.

SENTENCI NG GUI DELI NES ManuAaL 8§ 3B1.1(c); United States v. Valencia, 44

F.3d 269, 272 (5th Cr. 1995). Finally, we lack jurisdiction to

consider the district court’s denial of Valentine's request for a

downward departure. United States v. Brace, 145 F. 3d 247, 263 (5th
Cir. 1998)(en banc).

AFF| RMED.



