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PER CURI AM *

Al l an Ray McFarl and was sentenced to 15 years of
i nprisonnment in 1988 following his guilty-plea conviction
for possession with intent to distribute nethanphetam ne.
He di scharged his sentence on that conviction and is currently
incarcerated following a conviction for being a felon in
possession of a firearm MFarland filed a petition for a

wit of error coramnobis challenging the validity of his 1988

guilty-plea conviction as being unsupported by a sufficient
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factual basis. The district court denied MFarland s petition,
and McFarl and now appeal s.

McFarl and contends that the factual basis offered in support
of his guilty plea was insufficient because the Governnent did
not prove each el enent of the offense beyond a reasonabl e doubt.
We conclude that the factual basis was sufficient as it alleged
facts supporting each el enent of the offense and it alleged that
the Governnent coul d prove those facts beyond a reasonabl e doubt.

See United States v. Martinez-Mercado, 888 F.2d 1484, 1491

(5th Gr. 1989); United States v. Dayton, 604 F.2d 931, 943 (5th

Cr. 1979). MFarland’ s guilty plea “obviate[d] the need to have
specific ‘beyond a reasonabl e doubt’ proof on the . . . statutory

el ements of the crine.” See Cicque v. United States, 514 F. 2d

923, 928 n.5 (5th Cr. 1975).
McFar |l and has not shown that his 1988 drug conviction was
invalid. Consequently, the district court’s denial of his

petition for a wit of error coramnobis is affirnmed. United

States v. Morrgan, 346 U. S. 502, 506-13 (1954); United States

v. Marcello, 876 F.2d 1147, 1154 (5th G r. 1989).

AFFI RVED.



