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Paul G. Rosenblatt, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted December 15, 2009**  

Before: GOODWIN, WALLACE, and FISHER, Circuit Judges.

Michael David Henschel appeals from the district court’s order revoking his

probation.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

Henschel contends that a modified condition of probation prohibiting him
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from “conduct[ing] any business in the real estate arena” is overbroad.  The district

court did not abuse its discretion in light of Henschel’s underlying conviction for

felony wire fraud arising from mortgage fraud.  See United States v. Romero, 676

F.2d 406, 407 (9th Cir. 1982); see also United States v. Betts, 511 F.3d 872, 874-

75 (9th Cir. 2007).

Henschel also contends that there was insufficient evidence to support the

district court’s determination that he had violated the condition.  This contention is

belied by the record.  See United States v. Tham, 884 F.2d 1262, 1266 (9th Cir.

1989).

In light of this disposition, we do not address the Government’s argument

that Henschel waived his challenge by consenting to the imposition of this

probation condition.

Henschel’s motion to waive oral argument is granted.

AFFIRMED.


