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Leyunba Webb (“Webb”) appeals his jury trial conviction for
possession with intent to distribute crack cocaine. Wbb argues
that the evidence was insufficient to support his conviction and
that his trial counsel was ineffective for failing to present
evi dence of standing at the hearing on his notion to suppress.

As Webb noved for a judgnent of acquittal at the close of

the Governnent’s case and at the cl ose of the evidence, the

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
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standard of review in assessing his sufficiency challenge is
"whet her, after viewing the evidence in the |light nost favorable
to the prosecution, any rational trier of fact could have found
the essential elenents of the crinme beyond a reasonabl e doubt."

Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U S. 307, 319 (1979). The evidence

presented at trial was sufficient for the jury to reasonably
infer that Wbb exercised control or dom nion over the trailer in

whi ch the crack cocai ne was found. See United States v. De Leon,

170 F. 3d 494, 497 (5th GCr. 1999). The evidence, taken as a
whol e, was also sufficient to raise a reasonabl e i nference that

Webb knew of and had access to the crack cocai ne. See United

States v. Onick, 889 F.2d 1425, 1430 (5th Gr. 1990); United

States v. Smth, 930 F.2d 1081, 1086 (5th G r. 1991); see also De

Leon, 170 F. 3d at 497 (“the sumof the evidence may be greater
than the individual factors”). Accordingly, the evidence was

sufficient to support Webb’s conviction. See United States v.

Mergerson, 4 F.3d 337, 349 (5th Gr. 1993).
We generally do not resolve clains of ineffective assistance

of counsel on direct appeal because the record is rarely

sufficiently developed. United States v. Haese, 162 F.3d 359,
363 (5th Gr. 1998). As Wbb's counsel was not questioned under
oath about his allegedly ineffective assistance and the district
court did not nmake factual findings regarding the alleged

i neffective assistance of counsel, the record is insufficient for

us to consider Webb’s claimon direct appeal. See United States
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v. Kizzee, 150 F.3d 497, 502-03 (5th Gr. 1998). Accordingly,
the judgnent of conviction is AFFI RVED wi t hout prejudice to
Webb’s right to raise his ineffective assistance of counsel claim
in a ntion to vacate, set aside, or correct sentence pursuant to
28 U.S.C. 8§ 2255. We express no view on the nerits of such a

nmot i on.



