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Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit. See
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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Charles David Robertson appeal s the 46-month sentence he

received after his guilty pleato conspiracy to possess hydromorphone
(Dilaudid) with intent to distribute, 21 U.S.C.A.§ 846 (West Supp.
1996). He asserts that the district court clearly erred in refusing to
award him atwo-level adjustment for having aminor rolein the
offense. United States Sentencing Commission, Guidelines Manual,
§3B1.2 (Nov. 1995). We affirm.

In June 1995, Robertson contacted an acquaintance about obtaining
$10,000 worth of K-4 Dilaudid for one Terry Whisman. In return for
arranging the deal, he was to receive $1000 from Whisman. The
acquaintance was a confidential informant who contacted officers of
the federal drug task force. At their direction, the informant told Rob-
ertson that her cousin could supply the Dilaudid. Over the next three
days, Robertson acted as go-between in a series of recorded telephone
calls, during which Whisman agreed to buy 400 Dilaudid tablets and
also expressed interest in buying morphine sulfate tablets and metha-
done. Before the meeting with the undercover officer at which they
were arrested, Whisman armed himself with a pistol and gave Robert-
son aloaded 9 mm pistol for protection.

A minor participant is one who is less cul pable than most other par-
ticipants. USSG § 3B1.2, comment. (n.3). Robertson argues that he
was less cul pable than Whisman because he was merely afacilitator,
was carrying afirearm which belonged to Whisman, and stood to gain
only $1000 for his assistance to Whisman. Because he played a very
active part in arranging the transaction, however, we cannot say that
the district court clearly erred in finding as a fact that Robertson had
more than aminor role in the offense.

We therefore affirm the sentence imposed by the district court. We
dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions
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are adequately presented in the materials before the court and argu-
ment would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



