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PER CURI AM *

Scott Sanuel Monroe appeals the district court’s denial of his
petition for a wit of error coram nobis. Monr oe sought coram
nobis relief fromhis 1988 guilty-plea conviction for tax evasion.
Monroe asserted in his petition that he discovered for the first
time in February 2004 that a critical elenent of the offense to
whi ch he pleaded guilty was an intent to defeat or avoid taxes.
Monroe asserted that his conviction was a m scarriage of justice

because the district court failed to ascertai n whet her he had such

" Pursuant to 5THCQR R 47.5, the court has deterni ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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intent and because he did not, in fact, have such intent. He
asserted that a wit of coramnobis was the appropriate renedy for
hi s cl ai m because he was not aware of the claimuntil his sentence
was conpletely served and because he continued to suffer civi
disabilities flowng fromhis felony conviction.

On  appeal, Monroe  chal | enges the district court’s
determ nation that he failed to show that he exercised reasonabl e
diligence in seeking relief and had failed to show that unless
relief was granted, there would be a conplete mscarriage of
justice. He argues that the record affirmatively denonstrates he
did not have the required intent. The district court was free to
reject Monroe’s unsworn, self-serving assertions in favor of his

sworn affidavit and statenents under oath. See Bl ackl edge .

Allison, 431 US. 63, 74 (5th Gr. 1977). Monroe thus fails to
show an error resulting in a conplete mscarriage of justice. See

United States v. Dyer, 136 F.3d 417, 422, 430 (5th GCr. 1998).

Further, Monroe has failed to offer sound reasons for his failure
to seek relief earlier. 1d. The district court did not abuse its
di scretion in denying the petition.

AFFI RVED.



