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Jesus Eric Carasco appeals pro se from the district court’s order denying his
motion for a new trial under Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 33. We have

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

Carasco contends that, after trial, the government disclosed a video
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recording that would have discredited testimony by law enforcement that Carasco
confessed after being read his Miranda rights. Even if this evidence was newly
discovered, it was merely impeaching and it does not indicate that a new trial
would probably result in acquittal. See United States v. Harrington, 410 F.3d 598,
601 (9th Cir. 2005) (setting forth five-part test that defendant must satisfy to
prevail on a Rule 33 motion). Accordingly, the district court did not abuse its
discretion in denying relief. See United States v. Hinkson, 585 F.3d 1247, 1259
(9th Cir. 2009) (en banc).

We do not consider claims raised for the first time on appeal. See Padgett v.
Wright, 587 F.3d 983, 985 n.2 (9th Cir. 2009).

The motion for bail pending appeal is denied as moot. All other pending
motions are denied.

AFFIRMED.
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