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PER CURIAM:*

Michael Anthony Solis appeals his conviction and sentence for

conspiracy to possess cocaine with the intent to distribute and

aiding and abetting possession of cocaine with the intent to

distribute.  See 21 U.S.C. §§ 846, 841(a)(1), (b)(1)(A); 18 U.S.C.

§ 2.  Solis argues that the district court failed to comply with

the dictates of Fed. R. Crim. P. 11(c)(1) and (f) in accepting his

guilty plea.  He further contends that the district court
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erroneously enhanced his sentence on the ground that he was a

supervisor or manager of the conspiracy.  Finally, Solis maintains

that the district court should have reduced his sentence because he

played only a minor role in the offense.

The district court complied with the dictates of Fed. R. Crim.

P. 11(c)(1) and (f) in conducting the plea colloquy with any

deficiencies amounting only to harmless error.  See United States

v. Johnson, 1 F.3d 296, 302 (5th Cir. 1993) (en banc); United

States v. Adams, 961 F.2d 505, 511-12 (5th Cir. 1992).  In

addition, the district court did not clearly err in imposing the

enhancement for manager or supervisor status.  See United States v.

Okoli, 20 F.3d 615, 616 (5th Cir. 1994).  The district court also

properly refused to reduce Solis’s sentence on the ground that he

was a minor participant in the offense.  See U.S.S.G. § 3B1.2

commentary; see also United States v. Mueller, 902 F.2d 336, 345

(5th Cir. 1990).

The judgment of the district court is AFFIRMED.


