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

No. 01-31239
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
TREVOR ROHAN LAWRENCE

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
USDC No. 01-CR-50014-ALL

 June 19, 2002
Before H G3d NBOTHAM DAVIS, and EMLIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Trevor Rohan Law ence appeals the 46-nonth sentence inposed
by the district court following his conviction on a guilty plea
to a charge of possession with intent to distribute 100 kil ograns
or nore of marijuana.

Law ence contends that the district court did not make a
finding at sentencing on the issue whether his role in the
of fense was mnor or mnimal. The district court overruled

Law ence’s objection to the presentence report. The record

reflects that the district court adequately resolved the disputed

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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i ssue and provided a basis for its resolution. United States v.

Piazza, 959 F.2d 33, 37 (5th Gr. 1992).

Lawrence contends also that the district court’s denial of a
reduction for a mnor or mnimal role in the offense was cl ear
error. W review a district court’s finding on a defendant’s

role in the offense for clear error. Burton v. United States,

237 F.3d 490, 503 (5th Cr. 2000).

Law ence was transporting over 476 kil ograns of marijuana
fromCalifornia to Ghio. He admtted know edge that the truck
contained at | east 200 pounds of marijuana. Lawence’'s admtted
role as a courier does not necessarily nmake his role in the

of fense m nor or mninal. See United States v. Rojas, 868 F.2d

1409, 1410 (5th Gr. 1989); United States v. Gallegos, 868 F.2d

711, 713 (5th Gr. 1989). Accordingly, the judgnment of the
district court is AFFI RVED



