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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Dwayne Adair Harrison appeals the criminal judgment convicting
him of possession with intent to distribute cocaine in violation of 21
U.S.C.A. 8841(a)(1) (West 1999) and sentencing him to a term of
imprisonment of 150 months. On appeal, Harrison alleges that his
counsel was ineffective for 1) allowing Harrison to waive a jury trial,
2) failing to file a suppression motion, 3) failing to object to the Gov-
ernment’s expert testifying to the ultimate issue in the case, 4) failing
to call an expert to oppose the testimony of the Government’s expert,
5) failing to put on defense evidence, and 6) failing to object to the
pre-sentence investigation report.

Claims of ineffective assistance of counsel are generally not cogni-
zable on direct appeal. United States v. King, 119 F.3d 290, 295 (4th
Cir. 1997). Rather, to allow for adequate development of the record,
a defendant must bring his claim in a motion under 28 U.S.C.A.
§ 2255 (West Supp. 2000). Id.; United States v. Hoyle, 33 F.3d 415,
418 (4th Cir. 1994). An exception exists when the record conclusively
establishes ineffective assistance. King, 119 F.3d at 295. To establish
a claim of ineffective assistance of counsel, a prisoner must show
that: (1) counsel’s representation fell below an objective standard of
reasonableness; and (2) there is a reasonable probability that he was
prejudiced by counsel’s unprofessional errors. Strickland v. Washing-
ton, 466 U.S. 668, 688, 694 (1984). Harrison has failed to establish
that counsel’s ineffectiveness conclusively appears on the face of the
record with regard to his claims. We therefore affirm the judgment.

We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court and
argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



