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Before JOLLY, H G3E NBOTHAM and JONES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Wayne Grice appeals his sentence following his guilty-plea
conviction for conspiracy to possess with intent to distribute
cocai ne and cocai ne base. He argues that he was a m nor
participant in the offense, and that the district court erred by
not granting hima downward adj ustnent.

Under U.S.S.G 8§ 3Bl.2, a defendant’s offense |level is
decreased by two levels if he was a m nor participant in any
crimnal activity. A mnor participant is “less cul pable than

nost other participants.” US S .G 8§ 3Bl1.2, coment. (n.3). W

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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review the district court’s determ nation regarding a defendant’s

role in the offense for clear error. See United States V.

Val enci a- Gonzal es, 172 F.3d 344, 346 (5th Cr.), cert. denied,

528 U.S. 894 (1999).

As part of his guilty plea, Gice admtted to conspiring to
distribute over 5 kilograns of cocai ne base. He was involved in
converting cocai ne powder into cocai ne base on 10-15 occasi ons.
Thi s conduct was not peripheral to the advancenent of the illicit
activity. Thus, the district court did not clearly err in

determ ning that he was not a mnor participant. See Val enci a-

onzales, 172 F.3d at 346; United States v. Gall eqgos, 868 F.2d

711, 713 (5th Gir. 1989).

Additionally, Gice s base offense | evel under the
sent enci ng gui del i nes was cal cul ated usi ng the anmount of drugs
with which he was personally involved, rather than the |arger
anount involved in the entire conspiracy. Thus, he was not
entitled to an adjustnent for having a mnor role in the offense.

See United States v. Marnoblejo, 106 F.3d 1213, 1217 (5th G

1997) .
AFFI RVED



