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Roy Arredondo, Jr., appeals the sentence inposed follow ng
his guilty-plea conviction for conspiracy to distribute and
possess with intent to distribute five kilograns or nore of
cocai ne, 100 kil ograns or nore of marijuana, and 500 grans or
nmore of et hanphetamine. He argues that the district court erred
by inposing a four-Ilevel enhancenent pursuant to U S. S G
8§ 3Bl.1(a) for his being an organi zer or |eader of crimnal

activity involving five or nore participants.

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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We review a district court’s interpretation and application
of the Sentencing CGuidelines de novo and its factual findings for

cl ear error. United States v. Villanueva, 408 F.3d 193, 202-03

& n.9 (5th CGr.), cert. denied, 126 S. . 268 (2005). The

district court’s application of a § 3B1.1 adjustnent is a factual

matter that is reviewed for clear error. United States v. Dadi,

235 F.3d 945, 951 (5th Cr. 2000).

While the testinony at sentencing was based on information
recei ved fromunidentified individuals and some of Arredondo’s
co-conspirators, hearsay evidence nmay be considered at sentencing
if it has sufficient indicia of reliability, and Arredondo has
not shown that the testinony did not have sufficient indicia of

reliability. See United States v. Gaytan, 74 F.3d 545, 558 (5th

Cir. 1996). Gven the testinony at sentencing and “the extrene

deference of the ‘clear error’ standard,” United States v.

Lowder, 148 F.3d 548, 554 (5th Gr. 1998), the district court’s
application of the four-level enhancenent for Arredondo’s being
an organi zer or |eader of the crimnal activity was not clearly
erroneous.

AFFI RVED.



