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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Vanessa Bise seeks to appeal the sentence imposed on her after a
jury convicted her of two counts of embezzlement by a bank
employee, in violation of 18 U.S.C.A. 8 656 (West 2000), and one
count of making false bank entries, in violation of 18 U.S.C.A. 8 1005
(West 2000). We affirm.

Bise contends that the district court erred in attributing to her for
sentencing purposes $31,649 that was missing from the mutilated cur-
rency vault of the bank where she was employed. As a sentencing fac-
tor, the amount of loss attributable to a defendant need only be proven
by a preponderance of the evidence.* United States v. Davis, 184
F.3d 366, 368 (4th Cir. 1999). The district court’s determination that
a defendant is responsible for a certain amount of loss is a factual
determination and will not be disturbed unless clearly erroneous.
United States v. White, 875 F.2d 427, 430-31 (4th Cir. 1989).

Bise was the head teller, and the evidence showed that she was
responsible for keeping track of the mutilated currency. Evidence was
also introduced to show that Bise had prevented an audit of the muti-
lated currency vault. Bise was absent from the bank when the discov-
ery was made that money was missing from the vault. Although
during the investigation Bise only admitted to taking approximately
$13,000, an amount that corresponds roughly with the amount miss-
ing from her teller drawer, she also told the investigating agent that
there "may have been other times that [she] took money." (J.A. 450).
Based on these facts, we find that the district court did not clearly err
when it determined that it was more likely than not that Bise took the

*On appeal, Bise does not contest her convictions. In count one, the
jury found beyond a reasonable doubt that Bise embezzled not less than
$13,000 from her teller drawer. In count two, the jury found beyond a
reasonable doubt that Bise embezzled not less than $25,000 from the
mutilated currency vault. It is the attribution of $31,649 under count two
for sentencing purposes that Bise challenges in this appeal. Notably, she
contests the entire amount, not just the $6649 above the $25,000 mini-
mum for which she was convicted.
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money that was missing not only from her teller drawer but also from
the mutilated currency vault.

Accordingly, we affirm Bise’s sentence. We dispense with oral
argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately rep-
resented in the materials before the court and argument would not aid
the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



