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Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit. See
Local Rule 36(c).

OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Appellant Hasan Miller was convicted pursuant to his guilty plea
of one count of conspiracy to distribute in excess of fifty grams of
cocaine base. On appeal, Miller alleges the district court erred in
assessing a two-level enhancement, pursuant to U.S. Sentencing
Guidelines Manual § 2D1.1(b)(1) (1998), for possession of a firearm
and a three-level enhancement, pursuant to USSG § 3B1.1, for his
role as supervisor or manager in the offense. Finding no reversible
error, we affirm.

Miller challenges his three level role enhancement as a manager or
supervisor under § 3B1.1. The determination that the defendant
played an aggravating role in the offense is essentially a factual ques-
tion reviewable for clear error. See United States v. Sheffer, 896 F.2d
842, 846 (4th Cir. 1990). We find no clear error in the district court’s
conclusion that Miller supervised or managed certain members of the
conspiracy and that there were at least five individuals involved in the
offense.

Miller also assigns error to the district court’s enhancement of his
sentence for possession of a firearm during the commission of the
offense. A defendant may be held liable for the possession of a fire-
arm by a co-conspirator during the conspiracy if the possession was
reasonably foreseeable by the defendant. See United States v. Kimber-
lin, 18 F.3d 1156, 1159-60 (4th Cir. 1994). Further, this court has
determined that possession of a firearm is a foreseeable event in mat-
ters involving the exchange of drugs for large amounts of cash. See
id. at 1160. We find possession of a firearm by Miller’s co-
conspirator Anthony Mark was reasonably foreseeable to Miller.

Having considered each of Appellants’ claims and finding them to
be without merit, we affirm the convictions and sentences imposed by
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the district court. We dispense with oral argument because the facts
and legal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before
the Court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



