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Before JONES, STEWART, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Javier Ramrez was convicted for conspiracy and possession
wth intent to distribute in excess of 100 kil ograns of marijuana.
The district court nmade a two-1evel upward departure and sentenced
Ramrez to 121 nonths of inprisonnent. Ram rez has noved to
suppl enent the record with additional evidence indicating he was a
m nor player in the drug conspiracy. But "[a]n appellate court may
not consi der new evidence furnished for the first tine on appeal.

" Theriot v. Parish of Jefferson, 185 F.3d 477, 491 n. 26

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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(5th Gr. 1999). Therefore, Ramrez’'s notion to supplenent the
record i s DEN ED

On appeal, Ramrez first argues that the district court erred
in denying his request to renove a nenber of the venire for cause.
Because the prospective juror was not seated on the jury, Ramrez
has not shown that any reversible error arose fromthe district

court’s decision not to strike this juror for cause. See United

States v. Martinez-Sal azar, 528 U. S. 304, 306-07 (2000).

Ram rez al so argues that the district court’s addition of two
| evel s to his sentencing score under 8 3Bl1.1(c) was in error, as he
di sputes the district court’s factual finding that he supervised
Charl es Elizondo. Ramrez has not shown this finding was in cl ear
error, however, and therefore we wll not vacate his sentence.

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON DEN ED.



