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PER CURI AM *

Hector Perez (“Perez”) appeals the sentence inposed
followng his guilty-plea convictions for conspiracy to possess
wth intent to distribute cocai ne, possession with intent to
di stribute cocaine, and possession with intent to distribute
cocai ne base. Perez argues that the district court erred by
applying a four-level |eadership enhancenent to his sentence
pursuant to U S.S.G 8§ 3Bl.1(a). Perez admts that he | ed one

participant in the crimnal activity, but argues that he did not
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| ead any of the other participants. Perez further contends that

| eadi ng one participant in a crimnal activity that includes five
or nore participants is insufficient to support a four-I|evel

| eader shi p enhancenent. Perez concedes that this argunent is

foreclosed by United States v. Okoli, 20 F.3d 615, 616 (5th Gr.

1994), but asserts that Okoli was incorrectly decided.

The district court’s application of the four-Ievel
| eadershi p enhancenent under U . S.S.G 8 3Bl1.1 was not erroneous
because Perez led at | east one participant and the crim nal
activity involved five or nore participants. See Ckoli, 20 F.3d
at 616. As there have been no supercedi ng en banc or Suprene
Court decisions contrary to Gkoli, this panel cannot overrule the

holding in Okoli. See Burge v. Parish of St. Tanmmany, 187 F. 3d

452, 466 (5th Cr. 1999). Because Okoli is controlling, we do
not reach Perez’'s argunent that he only | ed one of the
participants in the crimnal activity.

AFFI RVED.



