IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 02-50053
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
SKI RVI N GEORCE JOHNSOQN,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. A-90-CR-191-ALL

 Cctober 7, 2002
Before JONES, STEWART and DENNI'S, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Skirvin George Johnson appeals the district court’s
denial of his petition for a wit of coramnobis. Johnson argues
that: (1) the evidence was insufficient to support his convictions;
(2) the district court judge was prejudi ced agai nst hi mthroughout

the crimnal proceedings, and his order has affected Johnson's

right to a fair review in the deportation proceedings; (3) the

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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district court did not make fact findings or provide sufficient
reasons for denying his petition for a wit of coramnobis; and (4)
the Governnent knowi ngly presented false evidence at his trial

Johnson chal | enged the sufficiency of the evidence to support his
convictions in his previous 28 U.S.C. § 2255 notion; the district
court denied this notion and this court deni ed Johnson’s notion for
a certificate of appealability. Johnson could have raised the
other issues in his previous 28 U.S.C. § 2255 notion, but failed to
do so. Johnson has not shown that the district court erred in not
meki ng fact findings or in not providing sufficient reasons for
denying his petition for a wit of coram nobis. Johnson has not
shown that any error occurred, nuch less that the alleged errors
were of sufficient magnitude to justify the extraordinary relief of

a wit of coram nobis. See 28 U S.C § 1651(a); Jinenez V.

Trom nski, 91 F. 3d 767, 768 (5th Cir. 1996). Therefore, he has not
shown that the district court erred in denying his petition for a
wit of coramnobis. See 28 U . S.C. 8§ 1651(a); Jinenez, 91 F.3d at
768.

AFFI RVED.



