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Unpubl i shed opi ni ons are not bi ndi ng precedent inthis circuit. See
Local Rule 36(c).

OPI NI ON
PER CURI AM

Greg Hatcher pled guilty to distributing crack cocaine within 1000
feet of a school, 21 U S.C. A 88 841, 860 (West 1981 & Supp. 1997).
He appeals his 262-nonth sentence, contending that the district
court

clearly erred in awardi ng hi ma 2-1evel aggravated rol e adj ust ment
under USSG § 3Bl1.1(c),1 and in determ ning that he distributed 170
grams of crack, USSG § 2D1.2. W review both factual questions
under the clearly erroneous standard. See United States V.
McDonal d,

61 F. 3d 248, 255 (4th G r. 1995) (drug anmount is factual question);
United States v. Harriott, 976 F.2d 198, 202 (4th Gr. 1992)
(def en-

dant's role in offense is factual question). Finding no clear
error, we

affirm

At Hatcher's sentencing hearing, a detective assigned to the area
drug task force testified that confidential informants bought 1.03
grams of crack fromHatcher in two controlled buys and that, when
he was arrested, Hatcher possessed a handgun whi ch he said he
obtained in atrade for two $50 pi eces of crack. The detective al so
related information received frominformants who had bought crack
from Hat cher on nunerous occasi ons. The detective expl ai ned why he
regarded each i nformant as areliabl e source of i nformati on and how
he estimated that Hatcher sold thema total of 169.186 grans of
crack.

Hat cher testified in his own behalf. He admtted selling crack to
nost

of the informants, but in smaller amounts. 2 Wth this information
before it, the district court did not clearly err in finding that
t he gov-

ernnment' s hearsay evi dence was reli abl e and t hat t he gover nnent had

1 United States Sentencing Conm ssion, Quidelines Manual ( Nov.
1995).

2 In his witten statenent to the probation officer, Hatcher
mai nt ai ned

that nmuch of what he sold was either "pressed powder” or Procaine
whi ch he falsely represented to be crack.

2



shown, by a preponderance of the evi dence, that Hatcher distri buted
170 grams of crack

The court also found that Hatcher was a manager or supervisor in
an of fense which invol ved fewer than five participants and was not
ot herwi se extensive, USSG § 3Bl.1(c), on the basis of the
detective's

testinmony t hat Hatcher used several people as runnerstofacilitate
hi s

drug sales, and that Deon Lewis functioned as his bodyguard

Hat cher

deni ed havi ng a bodyguard and said that he utilized runners who

worked in a certain area for any drug deal ers who were present, but
had no special relationshipwth any of them He denied that any of
the informants sold crack for him W find that, because a nunber
of

reliable informants descri bed Deon Lewis as Hatcher's bodyguard,

the district court did not clearly err in finding that the
adj ust nent was

warranted for that reason al one.

The sentence is therefore affirned. W dispense with oral argu-
ment because the facts and legal contentions are adequately
present ed

In the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the
deci -

si onal process.

AFFI RVED



