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MEMORANDUM*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the District of Idaho

B. Lynn Winmill, Chief Judge, Presiding

Submitted March 6, 2012**  

Before:  B. FLETCHER, REINHARDT, and TASHIMA, Circuit Judges. 

Melody C. Redondo appeals from the restitution order imposed following

her guilty-plea conviction for making a false statement to a financial institution, in

violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1014.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and
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we affirm.

Redondo contends that the evidence was insufficient to support the amount

of restitution ordered because the district court failed to resolve a factual dispute at

sentencing and failed to justify its restitution calculation.  Redondo did not object

to the amount of restitution before the district court.  To the extent the district court

failed to resolve a factual dispute, the error was neither plain, nor did it affect

Redondo’s substantial rights.  See United States v. Zink, 107 F.3d 716, 718 (9th

Cir. 1997).  Furthermore, there was sufficient evidence and justification to support

the amount of restitution ordered.  See id. at 719-20.

AFFIRMED.


