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MEMORANDUM.

Following ajury trid, defendant was convicted of possesson with intent to ddiver less
than fifty grams of cocaine, MCL 333.7401(2)(a)(iv); MSA 14.15(7401)(2)(a)(iv). He was sentenced
as an habitual offender, second offense, MCL 769.10; MSA 28.1082, to aterm of five to thirty yearsin
prison, to run consecutive to his preexisting sentence for assault with intent to do great bodily harm less
than murder, MCL 750.84; MSA 28.279. Defendant appeals by right and we affirm.

On apped, defendant argues that the trid court abused its discretion by imposing a
sentence that violates the principles of proportiondity and individudized sentencing. In particular,
defendant contends that the trid court falled to consider his potentid for rehabilitation, as indicated by
his successful completion of boot camp reated to his prior felony conviction, or the circumstances of his
current offense, which involved less than two grams of cocaine. We disagree.

Contrary to defendant’s argument, the trid court specificaly referred to defendant’s
completion of boot camp. However, the trid court aso noted that defendant committed the instant
offense gpproximately one year after being released on parole from the boot camp program.
Defendant’s continued crimind behavior, in violation of his parole, both after boot camp and after his
ares for the ingant offense, indicates little potentid for reform and rehabilitation. See, eg., People v
Cevantes, 448 Mich 620, 628; 532 Mich 831 (1995). It was not ingppropriate for the trial court to
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consder defendant’s other crimind conduct. People v Ewing (After Remand), 435 Mich 443; 458
NWwW2d 880 (1990); People v Granderson, 212 Mich App 673; 538 NwW2d 471 (1995).

We are unpersuaded that the amount of cocaine involved in this case subgtantidly
reduces the seriousness of the offense. There was evidence that defendant was in possession of more

rocks of cocaine than ordinarily would be possessed for persona use only, and the jury found that
defendant’ s intent was to deliver.

Defendant’s sentence is not disproportionate and the trid court did not abuse its
discretion. People v Hansford (After Remand), 454 Mich 320, 326; 562 NW2d 460 (1997).

Affirmed.
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