IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 98-41010
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus

JESUS FERNANDO CASTANOS- FLORES,
al so known as Fernando Chavez (Gonez,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. M 97-CR-42-1

Novenber 4, 1999

Before KING Chief Judge, and DAVI S and BENAVI DES, Circuit
Judges.

PER CURI AM *

The appel | ant, Jesus Fernando Castanos-Fl ores, pleaded
guilty to conspiracy to possess with intent to distribute nore
than five kilograns of cocaine, in violation of 21 U S. C. 88 846,
841(a)(1l), and 841 (b)(1)(A . He was sentenced 180 nont hs’

i mprisonnment, five years of supervised rel ease, a $25,000 fine,
and a $100 speci al assessnent.

On appeal, Castanos argues that: 1) the district court erred

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



in determ ning the nunber of participants in the conspiracy
because it relied upon information that Castanos provided during
cooperation debriefings, in violation of US S.G § 1Bl1.8; 2)
there was insufficient evidence to conclude that Castanos was a
“manager or supervisor” of the conspiracy; 3) Castanos was
entitled to the two-1evel safety valve reduction pursuant to
US S G 8 2D1.1(b)(6); and 4) the district court erred in
failing to order the Governnment to conply with its promse to
remain silent on the issue of Castanos’ role in the conspiracy.
We have reviewed the record and the briefs submtted by the
parties and find no error in the district court’s findings of

fact or its application of the Sentencing Cuidelines. See United

States v. Alford, 142 F.3d 825, 831 (5th Cr. 1998); United

States v. Parker, 133 F.3d 322, 329 (5th Gr.), cert. denied, 118

S. . 1851 (1998); United States v. Edwards, 65 F.3d 430, 432

(5th Gr. 1995). Furthernore, we find that the district court
did not plainly err in failing to order the Governnent to remain
silent on the issue of Castanos’ role in the conspiracy. See

United States v. Cerverizzo, 74 F.3d 629, 631 (5th Cr. 1996).

AFFI RVED.



