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Bri an Johnson pl eaded guilty, pursuant to a witten plea
agreenent, to one charge of conspiracy to possess ecstasy with
intent to distribute. The district court sentenced himto 188
months in prison and a three-year term of supervised rel ease.
Johnson now appeals the district court’s judgnent.

In the sole issue he raises on appeal, Johnson argues that
trial counsel rendered ineffective assistance by allow ng Johnson

to sign the factual basis that acconpanied his plea agreenent.

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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Johnson acknow edged in the factual basis that he was invol ved
W th cocai ne hydrochl oride, but Johnson asserts that he was not
i nvol ved with this drug.

As a general rule, this court declines to review clains of
i neffective assistance of counsel on direct appeal, although we

may do so in exceptional cases. See United States v. Hi gdon, 832

F.2d 312, 314 (5th Gr. 1987); United States v. G bson, 55 F. 3d

173, 179 (5th G r. 1995); see also Massaro v. United States, 123

S. . 1690 (2003). This is not the exceptional case.
Accordingly, we decline to review Johnson’s ineffective-
assistance claimin this direct appeal. The judgnent of the

district court is AFFl RVED



