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Before Hoekstra, P.J., and Holbrook, Jr., and Zahra, JJ.
MEMORANDUM.

Defendant gppeds as of right his conviction after ajury trid for possesson with intent to deliver
between 5 and 45 kilograms of marijuana, MCL 333.7401(2)(d)(ii); MSA 14.15(7401)(2)(d)(ii). We
affirm. This gpped isbeing decided without ord argument pursuant to MCR 7.214(E).

On apped, defendant argues that his three to seven year sentence is disproportionate in light of
his minima involvement in the crime, and the nature of his prior record. We disagree.

This Court will review a sentence for abuse of discretion. A sentencing court abuses its
discretion when it violates the principle of proportiondity. People v Milbourn, 435 Mich 630, 635;
461 NW2d 1 (1990). A sentence must be proportionate to the seriousness of the crime and the
defendant’s prior record. 1d., 654. The key test of proportiondity is whether the sentence reflects the
seriousness of the matter. People v Houston, 448 Mich 312, 320; 532 NW2d 508 (1995).

In sentencing defendant, the court found that it would have been impossible for defendant to
have been unaware of the presence of marijuana in the car. Defendant had a poor record, with
previous acohal related convictions, he was on probation at the time of the offense, and he committed
an assault shortly afterwards.  Given defendant’s prior record of two felonies and eight misdemeanors,
the quantity of drugs involved, and the fact that he was on probation at the time of the offense, the court
did not abuse its discretion in imposing a three to seven year sentence.



Affirmed.

/9 Jodl P. Hoekstra
/9 Dondd E. Holbrook, Jr.
/9 Brian K. Zahra



