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Per Curiam After a thorough review of the record

and of the parties’ subm ssions, we affirm

Because appel | ant Julio Qui fiones Mel éndez
(“Qui fiones”) did not object belowto the sentencing court’s
findi ngs regardi ng drug quantity or his role in the offense,

t hose argunents are forfeited. See United States v. Bayes,

210 F.3d 64, 67 (1%t Cir. 2000); Fed. R Crim P. 52(h).
Even if they had not been forfeited, they are without nerit.
Qui iones adm tted under oath at the Rule 11 hearing that he
was guilty of the charge of conspiring to possess nore than
five kilograms of cocaine, so we see no clear error in the
court’s decision to credit those sworn adm ssions. See

United States v. Marrero-Rivera, 124 F.3d 342, 354 (1t Cir.

1997).
As for his role in the offense, this court would

only review for clear error, and we see none. See United

States v. Ortiz-Santiago, 211 F.3d 146, 148-49 (1t Cir

2000). Quifones agreed that the adjustnent for a “m nor”
role under U S.S.G 8§ 3Bl1.2(b) should apply; and because the
government agreed to understate the quantity of drugs for
whi ch Qui iones was to be held responsible, the sentencing
court was entitled to deny hima nore generous role in the

of fense adjustnent. |1d. at 149.



Qui Aiones also conplains that he has not been
assigned to serve his sentence in a rehabilitation canp,
despite the recommendati on of the sentencing court. But the
authority to assign prisoners to particular facilities |lies
solely with the Bureau of Prisons. See 18 U S.C. § 3621.

Affirmed. 1st Cir. Loc. R 27(c).



