IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 96-11341
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

vVer sus
JOSE ALBERTO CALI XTO ESPI NOSA,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:96-CR-57-2
July 21, 1997
Before JOLLY, STEWART, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Jose Al berto Calixto-Espinosa (Calixto) appeals his sentence
fromhis guilty-plea conviction for possession with the intent to
di stri bute nethanphetamine. See 18 U.S.C. § 2; 21 U S. C. § 841.

Calixto argues that the district court erred inits
determ nation of the anmpunt of nethanphetam ne for which Calixto

is accountable. For essentially the sanme reasons that the

district court explained at sentencing concerning reasonabl e

Pursuant to 5th Gr. 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 CGr. R
47.5. 4.
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foreseeability, we conclude that the court’s finding of fact was

not clearly erroneous. See United States v. Hernandez- Coronado,

39 F.3d 573, 574-75 (5th Cr. 1994).

Calixto argues that the district court erred by enhanci ng by
two levels his offense | evel based on his | eadership role over
his codefendant. See U S.S.G § 3Bl.1(c). W defer to the
district court’s credibility determ nati ons nade at sentencing.

See United States v. Sotelo, 97 F.3d 782, 799 (5th Gr.), cert.

denied, 117 S. . 620 (1996). In light of the testinony of
Cali xto’s codefendant, we conclude that the district court’s
finding as to Calixto's role in the offense is not clearly

erroneous. See United States v. Miusquiz, 45 F.3d 927, 932-33

(5th Gr.), cert. denied, 116 S. C. 54 (1995).

AFFI RVED.



