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MEMORANDUM*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the Central District of California

Audrey B. Collins, Chief District Judge, Presiding

Submitted August 2, 2011**  

Before:  RYMER, IKUTA, and N.R. SMITH, Circuit Judges.

Vince Edward Wilson appeals from the district court’s order denying his

motion under Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 36.  We have jurisdiction under

28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.
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Wilson contends that the district court erred when it denied his motion to

correct an alleged clerical error in the amended judgment that increased his

sentence.  There is no error in the amended judgment.  Accordingly, the district

court correctly denied the motion.  See Fed. R. Crim. P. 36 (only permitting court

to correct a “clerical error in a judgment, order, or other part of the record, or

correct an error in the record arising from oversight or omission”).

AFFIRMED.


