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Before SM TH, BARKSDALE, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Pedr o Muni ve appeal s his conviction for conspiracy to possess
wth the intent to distribute and aiding and abetting the
possession with the intent to distribute in excess of five
kil ograns of cocaine. Hi s sole contention on appeal is that the
district court erred by denying his challenges for cause to three
prospective jurors who testified during voir dire that they would
tend to believe the testinony of governnent agents, forcing himto

wast e perenptory chall enges on those jurors.

"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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



To the extent that Mnive contends that the denials of his
chal l enges for cause violated his Sixth Amendnent right to an
inpartial jury, the claimfails because he does not contend that
any of the jurors who actually served were not inpartial. See Ross
v. Okl ahoma, 487 U. S. 81, 88 (1988); United States v. Wbster, 162
F.3d 308, 342 n.36 (5th Cr. 1998) (citation omtted), cert.
denied, = US |, 120S C. 83 (1999). Minive s claimthat he
was denied his statutory right to free exercise of his perenptory
chal l enges also fails because he has not denonstrated that the
district court abused its discretion in determning that the
chal l enged jurors were inpartial. See United States v. Scott, 159
F.3d 916, 925 (5th Cr. 1998); United States v. Miunoz, 15 F. 3d 395,
397 (5th Gr.), cert. denied, 511 U S. 1134 (1994).
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