IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 98-30133
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
W HAROLD SELLERS; ROBERT DUPRE
Def endant s- Appel | ant s.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 93-CR-327-C
Novenber 23, 1998
Bef ore REAVLEY, BENAVI DES and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Robert Dupre and W Harold Sellers were each convicted by
jury verdict of conspiracy to commt bank fraud, two counts of
bank fraud, two counts of making false statenents to a federally-
i nsured bank, and ei ght counts of noney |aundering. W affirned
their convictions on all counts and affirnmed Dupre’s sentence,
but vacated Seller’s sentence and remanded for reconsideration of
his restitution order and for specific factual findings on
whet her an obstruction-of-justice enhancenent was warrant ed.

Appel | ants subsequently filed a notion for new trial for Brady

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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vi ol ati ons and on grounds of newy discovered evidence. The
district court denied this notion, and Appel |l ants appeal the
deni al of their notion.

Brady determ nations are reviewed de novo and warrant
reversal “only if there is a ‘reasonable probability’ that the
outcone of the trial would have been different if the evidence

had been disclosed to the defendant.” United States v. Gonzal es,

121 F. 3d 928, 946 (5th Gr. 1997)(citations omtted), cert.
denied, 118 S. . 726 (1998), and cert. denied, 118 S. C. 1084

(1998).

We agree with the district judge. Even if the newy
di scovered evidence was suppressed by the Governnent, the
evi dence | acks sufficient significance to warrant reversal. It
is therefore unnecessary to determ ne whether the Governnent
actually suppressed this newy discovered evi dence.

AFFI RVED.



