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United States of Anmerica,

Appel | ee,
Appeal fromthe United States

District Court for the
Eastern District of M ssouri.
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Ewen P. Barnett,
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Bef ore FAGG LOKEN, and MORRI S SHEPPARD ARNCOLD, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM

After pleading guilty to making a false |oan application in
violation of 18 U.S.C. 88 1014 and 2, and to conspiring to nake a
fraudul ent |loan application in violation of 18 U . S.C. § 371, Ewen
P. Barnett was sentenced to eight nonths inprisonnent and ordered
to pay $10,000 restitution. Barnett appeals only the order of
restitution, arguing that the district court! failed to consider
the factors set forth in 18 U S C. § 3664(a) before inposing
restitution, or relied upon objected-to portions of Barnett's
presentence report (PSR) wi thout resolving factual disputes as to
his ability to pay restitution.

Having carefully reviewed the entire record and the parties

'The Honorable Jean C. Hanmilton, Chief Judge, United States
District Court for the Eastern District of M ssouri.



submi ssions on appeal, we conclude that the district court
considered the necessary factors and properly exercised its
di scretion in inmposing restitution. See 18 U . S.C. § 3664(a), (d);
United States v. French, 46 F.3d 710, 716 (8th Cr. 1995) (standard
of review); see also United States v. Mnzer, 69 F.3d 222, 229
(8th Cir. 1995). W are satisfied that the restitution
determ nation is supported by undi sputed facts in the PSR

Accordingly, we affirm
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