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PER CURI AM *

Jose Luis Perez appeals his jury-trial conviction for
conspiracy to harbor and transport illegal aliens for financial
gain and harboring and transporting illegal aliens for financial
gain. Perez argues that the district court abused its discretion
and violated his Confrontation C ause rights by sustaining an
objection to a question he asked a governnent w tness on Cross-
exam nati on.

Because Perez was allowed to cross-exam ne the governnent

W t ness and was not prevented fromraising i ssues of the wtness’s

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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credibility or reliability, the district court did not violate

Perez’s Confrontation Clause rights. See United States v. Restivo,

8 F.3d 274, 278 (5th Cr. 1993). As the question to which the
district court sustained the objection sought to elicit a lay
opi ni on not based upon personal perception, the testinony Perez
sought to elicit was i nadm ssi ble under FED. R EviD. 701. See Tex.

A&M Resear ch Found. v. Magna Transp., Inc., 338 F.3d 394, 403 (5th

Cr. 2003). Accordingly, the district court did not abuse its

di scretion by sustaining the objection. See United States V.

Di xon, 413 F. 3d 520, 525 (5th G r. 2006) (no abuse of discretionto
excl ude i nadm ssible testinony).

AFFI RMED.



