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PER CURI AM *

Chris Peral es and Andy Her nandez appeal the sentences
i nposed follow ng their convictions for conspiracy to possess
wth intent to distribute cocaine and conspiracy to inport
cocai ne. Perales and Hernandez both challenge the district
court’s factual findings regarding their respective roles in the
of f ense.

Peral es argues that the district court erred in finding that

he was a | eader or organizer of the crimnal activity and by

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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i ncreasing his base offense | evel four levels pursuant to
US S G 8 3Bl.1(a). The evidence establishes that Perales
operated an extensive drug operation out of his auto body shop.
The operation involved at |east five couriers and one known
supplier in addition to two of the enployees at Peral es’s shop.
Perales’s activities included fronting the drug operation through
hi s body shop, receiving and paying for drug shipnents fromthe
couriers, and recruiting the operation’s drug supplier. The
district court’s finding that Perales was a | eader or organi zer

of the operation is plausible in light of the record. See United

States v. Cooper, 274 F.3d 230, 238 (5th GCr. 2001).

Her nandez argues that the district court erred in finding
that he was a nmanager or supervisor of the crimnal activity and
by increasing his base offense |evel three | evels pursuant to
8§ 3Bl.1(b). The evidence establishes that Hernandez was heavily
i nvol ved in the day-to-day running of the drug operation. His
activities included receiving and paying for drug shipnments from
the couriers and arrangi ng drug transactions on behal f of
Perales. The district court’s finding that Hernandez was a
manager or supervisor of the operation is plausible in |ight of

the record. See id. Accordingly, the judgnents are AFFI RVED



