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Josue Manuel Cardiel appeals the 97-nonth sentence i nposed
followng his guilty-plea conviction for inporting 50 or nore
kil ograns of marijuana into the United States and possessi on of
50 or nore kilograns of marijuana with intent to distribute. He
argues that the district court inproperly estinmated the anount of
marijuana that was attributed to him

The district court based its determ nation on Cardiel’s
adm ssions, his testinony, and evidence produced by the

Governnent at the sentencing hearing. Cardiel did not dispute

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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that each | oad he transported contai ned approxinmately 80 to 100
pounds of marijuana. Cardiel has not shown that the district
court clearly erred when it estimated the drug quantity for which

Cardi el was held responsible. See United States v. Villanueva,

408 F.3d 193, 203 & n.9 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, 126 S. C. 268

(2005) .

Cardiel also asserts that the district court erred when it
refused to reduce his offense level pursuant to U S. S.G § 3Bl.2
for his mnor role. Cardiel contends that he was nerely a
courier.

The record indicates that Cardiel played an integral role in
transporting large quantities of marijuana from Mexico to the
United States, that the persons hiring himtrusted himenough to
register a vehicle in his nane, and that his actions were
i nportant to the success of the drug venture. Cardiel has not
shown that the district court clearly erred in finding that he

was not entitled to a reduction for a minor role in the offense.

See United States v. Franco-Torres, 869 F.2d 797, 801 (5th Cr
1989) .

AFFI RVED.



