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PER CURI AM *

Eduardo Garcia appeals his sentence followng his guilty-
pl ea conviction of inportation of a controlled substance and
possession with intent to distribute a controll ed substance.
Garcia argues that the district court clearly erred by failing to
award hima two-level reduction under U S . S.G 8§ 3B1.2(b) for
having a mnor role in the offense. He argues that he was nerely
a drug courier who was to be paid a small fee for driving a car

cont ai ni ng mari huana across the border from Mexico into the

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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United States. He contends that other participants in the
of fense were nore cul pabl e.

Garcia admtted to contacting the man who hired himas a
courier, as well as to acconpanying this man to purchase the
vehicle in which the drugs were hidden. Garcia knew that the
vehi cl e contai ned drugs and that he was to deliver the vehicle to
an individual in the United States and was to be paid for his
efforts. The district court did not clearly err by denying
Garcia an adjustnent for playing a mnor role in the offense.

See United States v. Gallegos, 868 F.2d 711, 713 (5th Gr. 1989);

United States v. Buenrostro, 868 F.2d 135, 137-38 (5th G

1989) .

AFFI RVED.



