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Antoine Douglass Johnson appeals pro se from the district court’s order
denying his second petition for a writ of error coram nobis. We have jurisdiction

under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. Reviewing de novo, United States v. Riedl, 496 F.3d

1003, 1005 (9th Cir. 2007), we affirm.

*

This disposition is not appropriate for publication and is not precedent
except as provided by Ninth Circuit Rule 36-3.

" The panel unanimously concludes this case is suitable for decision
without oral argument. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).



Johnson claims that he recently discovered copies of his mother’s medical
records that prove she was a “patient” under 42 C.F.R. § 2.11. He argues that the
government’s failure to obtain a valid disclosure order for these records deprived
the district court of subject matter jurisdiction over his case and that the
government lacked Article III standing to prosecute him. We agree with the district
court that this claim—variations of which have been rejected previously—does not
establish an error of the most fundamental character. See Ried!, 496 F.3d at 1006
(stating requirements for coram nobis relief). Moreover, the medical records are
from 2009 and 2012, and Johnson fails to show why he could not have presented
them earlier. See id. at 1007.

We do not address Johnson’s arguments for coram nobis relief that were
raised for the first time on appeal. See Padgett v. Wright, 587 F.3d 983, 985 n.2
(9th Cir. 2009).

AFFIRMED.
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