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Appeals fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Louisiana
USDC No. 98- CR-60030-2
July 2, 2001

Before DAVIS, JONES, and DeM3SS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

These defendants appeal from their guilty plea con-
victions arising out of an indictnment for conspiracy to distribute
cocai ne base in the Lafayette, Louisiana area.

JAVI ER ARl NSON LANDAZURI

Landazuri pleaded gquilty to conspiracy to distribute
cocai ne base. Landazuri argues that the district court clearly
erred in reducing his offense |evel for acceptance of
responsibility under U S .S .G § 3EL.1 by two rather than three
| evel s. Landazuri has not shown that the district court’s finding
that he had not given conplete information to the Governnent and
had not decided to plead guilty early enough to qualify for the

three-level reduction is clearly erroneous. See United States v.

Nguyen, 190 F.3d 656, 659 (5th Cr. 1999).

Landazuri argues that the district court erred in not
appl ying the safety-val ve provisions of §8 5Cl.2 of the Sentencing
CGui delines. He has not shown that the district court was clearly
erroneous in its finding that he did not provide conplete

information to the Gover nment. See United States v. Fl anagan, 80

F.3d 143, 145 (5th Cr. 1996).

Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under the limted
circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5.4.
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Landazuri argues that in making its findings that
Landazuri was responsi ble for 50 kil ograns of cocai ne, the district
court noted that other evidence supported the testinony of
Landazuri’s codefendant as to the quantity of drugs traded.
Landazuri has not produced any evidence to show that the extent of
the district court’s reliance on the codefendant’s testinony was

clearly erroneous. See United States v. Torres, 114 F.3d 520, 527

(5th Gir. 1997).
JAVES WENDELL GLOVER

A over pleaded guilty to one count of distribution of
cocai ne base. dover argues that the district court erred by not
reducing his offense level for a mnor role in the offense of
conviction. As Qover correctly asserts, the conspiracy indictnent
in which he was charged involved nmany individuals and the
di stributing of many kil ograns of cocai ne base, but he was invol ved
inonly a very small part of the overall conspiracy. Had G over
been sentenced based on the entire conspiracy, his argunent for
m nor participant status would have sone force. Hi s base offense
| evel , however, was not based on the entire conspiracy. dover’s
of fense | evel was based on only the distribution of cocaine base in
whi ch he actively participated. This issue has no nerit.

RODNEY GREEN

Green pleaded guilty to one count of distribution of
cocai ne base. The district court held Geen accountable for
bet ween 150 and 500 grans based on the testinony of a codefendant,

whi ch was confirmed by tel ephone records and | edger sheets. G een
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has not produced any evidence to show that the district court’s
determ nation of the anobunt of cocaine base supplied to G een was
clearly erroneous. Torres, 114 F. 3d at 527.

AFFI RVED.



