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PER CURI AM

Leonard Shelton MCul | ough, Jr., appeals fromhis conviction
by jury of conspiracy to possess with intent to distribute cocaine
and cocai ne base for which he was sentenced to 360 nonths inpris-
onnment. MCullough’s only claimon appeal is that the governnent
violated 18 U S.C. §8 201(c)(2) (1994) when it provi ded cooperating
W tnesses “things of value” (i.e., lenient sentencing) in exchange
for their testinony.

Because McCul |l ough failed to raise this issue in the district

court, this court reviews it for plain error. See United States v.

Ad ano, 407 U. S. 725, 732 (1993). Every circuit which has addressed

McCul  ough’s claimhas rejected it. See United States v. Single-

ton, 144 F.3d 1343 (10th G r. 1999) (en banc); United States v.

Haese, 162 F.3d 359, 366 (5th Cr. 1998); United States v. Ware,

161 F.3d 414, 418-25 (6th Cr. 1998) (detailed discussion). Be-
cause there was no support for McCul l ough’s claim any error by the
district court was not plain or obvious. Accordingly, we affirm
his conviction. W dispense with oral argunment because the facts
and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials

before the court and argunent woul d not aid t he deci si onal process.
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