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PER CURIAM:*

Giuliano Barbieri and Jose Beltran appeal from their convictions and sentences for aiding and

abetting possession with intent to distribute in excess of five kilograms of cocaine, in violation of 21

U.S.C. § 841.  Our review of the record and the arguments and authorities convince us that no

reversible error was committed.
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This court lacks jurisdiction to address Beltran’s challenge to the district court’s refusal to

grant Beltran a downward departure from the sentencing guidelines.  See United States v. DiMarco,

46 F.3d 476, 477-78 (5th Cir. 1995).  Nor has Barbieri shown that the district court erred by refusing

to reduce his offense level based on his asserted mitigating role in the offense.  See United States v.

Devine, 934 F.2d 1325, 1340 (5th Cir.), cert. denied, 502 U.S. 929 (1991).

The evidence adduced at trial was sufficient to allow a reasonable jury to find Barbieri guilty

beyond a reasonable doubt.  See United States v. Polk, 56 F.3d 613, 619 (5th Cir. 1995).  The

evidence also supported the district court’s decision to give the jury an instruction on deliberate

ignorance.  See United States v. Faulkner, 17 F.3d 745, 766 (5th Cir.), cert. denied, 115 S. Ct. 193

(1994).  Finally, because the facts available to the arresting officers warranted a person of reasonable

caution to believe that an offense was being committed, probable cause existed to support the

warrantless arrests, and the district court did not err in denying Barbieri’s motion to suppress the

evidence seized during the arrest.  See United States v. Tellez, 11 F.3d 530, 532 (5th Cir. 1993), cert.

denied, 114 S. Ct. 1630 (1994); United States v. Raborn, 872 F.2d 589, 593 (5th Cir. 1989).

AFFIRMED.


