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

No. 94-20917
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
CHRI STOPHER JAMES MYLETT,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CR-H 93-0163
Novenber 21, 1995
Before KING SM TH, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Chri stopher Janmes Mylett appeals his jury convictions for
conspiracy to commt mail fraud and mail fraud. Mlett argues
that the district court abused its discretion in refusing to
order a mstrial because a Governnment witness violated the

district court's order prohibiting testinony regarding the fact

that the witness had taken a pol ygraph exam Mlett al so argues

" Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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that the district court abused its discretion in admtting expert

testinony regarding matters which were the subject of a discovery
request pursuant to Fed. R Cim P. 16(a)(1)(E

Based upon a careful review of the record, we hold that
there was not a significant possibility that the w tness
statenent that he had taken a pol ygraph exam had a substanti al
i npact upon the jury verdicts. W further hold that Mylett's
substantial rights were not violated by the district court in
admtting the expert testinony and in fashioning a renedy under
Fed. R Crim P. 16(d)(2).

AFFI RVED.



