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PER CURI AM

Jeffrey Terrell Thomas, an African-American, appeals the 120-
month sentence inposed by the district court' after he pleaded
guilty to conspiring to distribute cocaine base (crack), in
violation of 21 U S. C. 88 841(a)(1) and 846. W affirm

W reject Thomas's argunent that 21 US C 8 841(b) is
anbiguous and irrational, and has a discrimnatory inpact on
Af rican- Areri cans. See United States v. Jackson, 67 F.3d 1359
1367 (8th Cir. 1995). Thonas urges us to reconsider our decisions
in United States v. Cary, 34 F.3d 709 (8th Cir. 1994), cert.
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denied, 115 S. . 1172 (1995), and United States v. Buckner, 894
F.2d 975 (8th G r. 1990), but only the court en banc can overturn
the decision of another panel of the court, United States v.
Pol anco, 53 F.3d 893, 896 (8th Cir. 1995), pet. for cert. filed,
No. 95-5022 (U.S. June 29, 1995). W have consistently rejected
the claimthat any disparate inpact occasioned by the distinction

between the penalties for crack and powder cocaine violates the
Equal Protection Clause, see, e.q., United States v. Del aney, 52
F.3d 182, 189 (8th Cr.), cert. denied, 116 S. C. 209 (1995); and
we recently refused to reconsider dary, United States v. Thonpson,
51 F.3d 122, 127 (8th Cr. 1995).

W al so concl ude Thonmas' s Ei ght h Amendnent argunent--that the
"vastly di sproportionate penalty” for crack "of fends constitutional
principles of proportionality"--is foreclosed by our decisions in
Thonpson, 51 F.3d at 127; United States v. Wesley, 990 F.2d 360,
367 (8th Cir. 1993); and United States v. Wnfrey, 900 F.2d 1225,
1227 (8th G r. 1990).

Accordingly, the judgment of the district court is affirnmed.
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