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MEMORANDUM OPINION

Appellant filed a petition for writ of coram nobis and/or motion to challenge the
validity of aprior conviction for purchasing alcohol for aminor. Thetrial court denied the

petition on September 13, 2001. Appellant appeals this ruling.

The purpose of thewrit of error coram nobisisto bring before the court that rendered
thejudgment factual matterswhich, if known at thetimejudgment wasrendered, would have
prevented its rendition. Ex parte McKenzie, 29 SW.2d 771, 772 (Tex. Crim. App. 1930).
The Court of Criminal Appealshaslong held that the common law writ of coram nobisisnot
recognized in thisstate. See, e.g., Ex parte Massey, 249 SW.2d 599, 601 (Tex. Crim. App.



1952). Even if we were to construe this to be a writ of habeas corpus, we have no
jurisdiction to consider post-conviction writs of habeas corpus. Instead, such writs must be
filed with the Court of Criminal Appeals. TEx. Cobe CRIM. PRoOC. ANN. art. 11.07, 8 3
(Vernon Supp. 2001).

Becausewe have no jurisdictionto consider an appeal fromadenial of awrit of coram
nobis, the appeal is ordered dismissed.
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