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Jerome Bruce Seaman appeals from the district court’s judgment and
challenges the $26,648.99 in restitution imposed following his guilty-plea
conviction for theft from an Indian tribal organization receiving federal grants, in
violation of 18 U.S.C. § 666(a)(1)(A); making false claims, in violation of 18
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U.S.C. § 287; and making false writings affecting federal monies, in violation of
18 U.S.C. § 1001(a)(3). We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we
affirm.
Seaman was an instructor and administrator at a tribal community college,
which paid him to attend 12 work-related conferences and reimbursed his travel
expenses. Seaman failed to attend the conferences and submitted falsified receipts
for reimbursement. The district court awarded the college restitution based on
Seaman’s total travel expenses and his salary during the period he was traveling.
Seaman contends that the district court should have awarded the college
restitution in the amount of the falsified receipts only because he testified that he
performed some work-related duties while traveling. “We review factual findings
supporting an order of restitution for clear error.” United States v. Yeung, 672 F.3d
594, 600 (9th Cir. 2012). The district court did not clearly err in finding that
Seaman conducted only personal business while traveling, based on its
determination that Seaman’s testimony was not credible. See United States v.
Craighead, 539 F.3d 1073, 1082 (9th Cir. 2008) (“Where testimony is taken, we
give special deference to the district court’s credibility determinations.”).
AFFIRMED.
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