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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Raymond Lee Prayear, Jr., pled guilty to conspiracy to possess
crack cocaine with intent to distribute, 21 U.S.C.A.§ 846 (West
Supp. 1996). He was sentenced to a term of 151 months imprison-
ment. He appeals his sentence on two grounds which were not raised
in the district court and are without merit. Finding no plain error, we
affirm his sentence.

Prayear first contends that his sentence is disproportionate to the
gravity of his offense and thus violates the Eighth Amendment.
Because his sentence is less than life without parole, an extended pro-
portionality review is not necessary. United States v. Thomas, 900
F.2d 37, 39 (4th Cir. 1990). We have no difficulty in finding that Pra-
year's sentence is not disproportionate to his offense.

Next, Prayear argues that the 100-to-1 statutory sentencing ratio for
cocaine and crack offenses violates the Equal Protection Clause of the
Fifth Amendment because of its disparate impact on black defendants.
This claim has been considered and rejected before. United States v.
Fisher, 58 F.3d 96, 99 (4th Cir.), cert. denied, ___ U.S. ___, 64
U.S.L.W. 3270 (U.S. Oct. 10, 1995) (No. 95-5923).

The sentence is accordingly affirmed. We dispense with oral argu-
ment because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented
in the materials before the court and argument would not aid the deci-
sional process.

AFFIRMED
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