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Felix Oli Tigilau appeals from the district court’s judgment and challenges a
condition of supervised release imposed following his guilty-plea conviction for

bank fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1344; and impersonation of a federal

officer, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 912. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C.
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§ 1291, and we affirm.

Tigilau contends that the district court erred by imposing Special Condition
of Supervision 1, which requires that he “participate in a mental health assessment
and any recommended treatment at the discretion and direction of the Probation
Office.” We review the district court’s imposition of conditions of supervised
release for abuse of discretion. United States v. Stoterau, 524 F.3d 988, 1002 (9th
Cir. 2008). Contrary to Tigilau’s contention, Special Condition of Supervision 1 1s
supported by the record, which reflects that Tigilau himself stated that he had been
diagnosed with a mental disorder. See United States v. Lopez, 258 F.3d 1053, 1057
(9th Cir. 2001). Moreover, even if Tigilau is correct that the challenged condition
implicates a significant liberty interest and requires heightened findings, see
Stoterau, 524 F.3d at 1005-06, the district court stated its reasons for imposing the
condition here.

AFFIRMED.
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