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Former federal prisoner Cary W. Medill appeals pro se from the district

court’s order denying his petition for a writ of error coram nobis.  We have

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.
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Medill contends that the district court erred by dismissing his coram nobis

petition as untimely.  Because Medill has not alleged valid reasons for failing to

attack the conviction earlier, he is not entitled to a writ of coram nobis, and the

district court did not err.  See United States v. Kwan, 407 F.3d 1005, 1011 (9th Cir.

2005),  abrogated on other grounds by Padilla v. Kentucky, 130 S. Ct 1473 (2010);

see also Maghe v. United States, 710 F.2d 503, 503-04 (9th Cir. 1983) (per curiam)

(entitlement to writ of coram nobis requires a showing of “sound reasons” for

failure to seek relief earlier).

AFFIRMED.


