IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 95-50418
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

ver sus
RONALD WOODS,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. W94-CR-130-1

) April 17, 1996
Bef ore DUHE, DeMOSS, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ronal d Whods was convi cted for possession with intent to

distribute nore than five grans of cocaine. H's clains of
i neffective assistance of counsel will not be resolved on direct

appeal w thout prejudice to Wods’s right to reassert themin a

proceedi ng under 28 U . S.C. 8 2255. United States v. Andrews, 22

F.3d 1328, 1345 (5th Cir.), cert. denied, 115 S. Ct. 346 (1994).

This court has rejected his argunent that the disparity in
sentences received for trafficking in cocaine and trafficking in

crack is unconstitutional. See United States v. Fisher, 22 F.3d

574, 579-80 (5th Gir.), cert. denied, 115 S. C. 529 (1994).

AFFI RVED.

Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



